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VOL. XXXV., No. 3 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, NOVEMBER 15, 1890. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


We n1crne we express the general feeling of the Chancery 
bar—the shrewdest and most cynical of critics—when we say 
that the appointment of Mr. Romer, Q.C., to the vacant judge- 
ship of the Tigh Court is absolutely unexceptionable. His high 
university distinction has been followed up by a very su 
career at the bar; ne is a sound lawyer, with 4 experience, 
possessing admirable common sense, rapidity of perception, 
acuteness, and skill in dealing with saaies he is in the prime 
of life, and full of mental energy and vigour. When to these 
qualifications for judicial success we add that his even tem 
and courtesy have rendered him universally popular with hi 
colleagues, we think there is no great risk in predicting for him 
the reputation of an uncommonly efficient judge. 





Lorp Justice Kay was to be sworn in on Friday, and to take 
his seat in Court of Appeal No. 1 on the same day. Henceforth, 
during the present sittings, Lord Justice Lixpiry will preside in 
Court of Appeal No. 2. 





Ir 1s UNDERSTOOD that the new judge intends to take his seat 
on Monday next, but this must, of course, be dependent on the 
arrival and preparation of the necessary documents connected 
with the appointment. 





Mr. Romer’s appointment will place two Senior Wranglers on 
the bench of the Chancery Division; Mr. Justice Srrrtrxe (who 
was Senior Wrangler and first Smith’s Prizeman in 1860) having 
hitherto been the only member of the bench of the Supreme 
Court who had achieved that distinction. 





Ir skEMs to be assumed that Mr. Justice Kexrwicn will 
succeed to the chambers of Lord Justice Kay, but we believe 
that no definite arrangement as to the matter had been made up 
to Thursday. Mr. Justice Currry, who now becomes the senior 
judge of the Chancery Division, will remove to Chancery Court 

0. 1, 





WE UNDERSTAND that a ‘ial committee has been appointed 
by the Incorporated Law Society to organize the entertainment 
authorized to be held in lieu ob the special general meeting 
usually held in April. 





Ir A DAILY PAPER which is occasi «j ” is to be 
trusted, the warning we gave a t ago with to 
the Land Transfer Bill was not unn . The ly Teie- 


graph of Saturday last contained the following with 
reference to the Government Bills of the approaching session :— 
“The Lord Chancellor, it is ramoured, will make another attempt 
to deal with the question of Land Transfer.” We may assume 
that the Council of the Incorporated Law Society will have all 
preparations ready for this not impossible event. 
3 
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WE rustisH in another column an important correspondence 
which has passed between the secretary of the Incorporated 
Law Society and the secretary to the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue, from which it will be seen that stamp duty on interest 
will not be claimed on transfers of mortgages except on arrears 
due at and prior to the last past day fixed for payment of 
interest ; and that ‘‘ arrears of interest’? does not include the 
current interest between that day and the date of transfer. The 
council urged that the time for stamping deeds insufficiently 
stamped should be indefinitely extended. The commissioners 
say that they cannot accede to this suggestion, but that no 

malty will be imposed if a valid reason is given for the delay 
in stamping. 





Tae peatH of Mr. Epwarp Daniet Me tor, one of Mr. 
Justice Kay’s chief clerks, seems to have been very sudden. 
Although he had been suffering for some months, he was, we 
are informed, at the Royal Courts on the morning of Saturday 
last, the day on which he died. He was the son of the late Sir 
Joun Metxor, and was appointed chief clerk by Vice-Chancellor 
Bacon. We believe that a rather singular episode marked his 
appointment. After he had been in form appointed, it was 
discovered that, although he had been admitted a solicitor for 
the qualifying period, he had not taken out his certificate and 
practised for the requisite time; and accordingly the appoint- 
ment was kept open for him until by lapse of time he had 
acquired the necessary qualification. 





WE unvErstTanD that a joint committee of the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society and the London Chamber of Commerce 
has been appointed to consider the delays in the courts and to 


make ions for the amendment of the Judicature Acts and 
the ure thereunder. This has no doubt arisen out of Mr. 
RoceErs’ pa’ 

at Notti and discussed at some length. 


remembered that, on the motion of Mr. Penntyeron, a resolution 
was passed requesting the council to consult with the Treasury or 
other proper authority with regard to provision being made for 
expediting business by providing an adequate staff of judges 
and other officers of the court. We have no doubt that this, 
and the points raised by Mr. Rocerrs, will be carefully considered 
by the new committee, and we shall await with great interest 
the result of their deliberations. We believe that this is the 
first time the council have acted in concert with any outside body 
except the Bar Committee and the provincial law societies. 





Is THE axxvaL rEPorT of the Council of the Incorpo- 
rated Law Society for this year it is stated that the 
Municipal Corporations Association had agreed with the 
council (in order to avoid litigation for the purpose of test- 
ing the question whether charges under the Public Health 
Act, 1875, ought to be registered under the Land Charges 
Registration and Searches Act, 1888) that municipal authorities 
should keep local registers of all charges on land amounting to 
£5 and upwards, and that if such charges were not so registered 
they should not affect a purchaser. It was also agreed that 
local authorities should supply certificates of official searches,and 
that the association should procure the insertion of clauses in the 
Public Health Act of last session for the above purposes. We have 
looked through the Public Health Act and the other Acts of the 
session but cannot find any provision carrying this arrangement 
into effect. It is probable, therefore, that the Incorporated Law 

iety will now act upon the opinion of Sir Honace Davey, 
QC., and Mr. Howaxnp W. Exruinsrony, that it is desirable to 
bring the decision in the case of Reg. v. Holt before the Court 
of Appeal by means of a fresh test case. 





To THE GREAT REGRET of the profession, the retirement of 
Lord Justice Corton has become an accomplished fact, and the 
Court of loses an eminently accurate and learned 
lawyer, and a wise, acute, courteous, and fair-minded judge. 
We do not think it is too much to say that it is difficult to con- 
ceive of a more efficient president than the late Lord Justice. 


He was a born commander—firm and decisive, but courteous and 
dignified withal, and his ability and common sense were of that 
rare kind which enable a man to discharge with credit and 
efficiency almost every kind of function. When he went circuit he 
surprised everyone, except those who knew his universal clever- 
ness, by the savoir faire and ease with which he discharged the 
duties of a criminal judge; for all that ig he might have 
had as long an experience at the Old Bailey bar as the present 
Lord Chancellor. It has been often said of the Lord Justice 
that if he were asked to command the Channel Fleet he would 
do so with efficiency and credit. We have sometimes been 
moved to growl at his disposition to restrict his decision to the 
exact point before the court, and to avoid placing his decision 
on a broad ground, as to which an intimation of opinion would, 
we have sometimes thought, have been of great value. We 
fear, however, that we did not make due allowance for the fact 
that he practised for a great many years in the court of a Vice- 
Chancellor who was an inveterate utterer of obiter dicta ; a horror 
of the practice was almost an inevitable result of such an 
experience, 





THERE akE several reasons for congratulation on the appoint- 
ment of Lord Justice Kay to the Court of Appeal. We hope 
we may be allowed to say, without disrespect, that one 
of them is that he will no longer sit in the Chancery 
Division. Jet us not be misunderstood. The learned judge 
has many excellent judicial qualities: he is rapid in seizing 
the points of a case, well equipped with legal knowledge, 
in general fair in the consideration of a case ; whatever may be 
the view which is plainly present to his mind during the hearing, 
he is quite open to argument, and if he is convinced he never 
hesitates to abandon his preconception. If he too often mistakes 
bearishness for dignity there is a certain fairness in his bearish- 





ness; he is equally rude to the most distinguished Queen’s 


on the reform of civil procedure, which was read | Counsel as to the youngest junior. The unfortunate defect which 
It will be | has marred his merits need not be dilated on. Apparently un- 


controllable outbursts of temper and unmeasured and bitter invec- 
tive are melancholy spectacles anywhere, but they are most out of 
place on the judgment seat. It may be hoped that in the serene 
atmosphere of the Court of Appeal, these unhappy occurrences 
will become less frequent. 





In tHe case of Re Macgowan, Macgowan v. Murray (reported 
in another column), what appears to be a very narrow and 
strained construction has been placed upon rule 11 to Schedule I., 
Part I., of the Renumeration Order. The rule provides 
that “the scale for negotiating shall apply in cases where 
the solicitor of a vendor or purchaser arranges the sale 
or F peoapons and the price and terms and conditions thereof, 
and no commission is paid by the client to an auctioneer, 
or estate or other agent.” In the above case the solicitor 
of the trustees of property which was the subject of an action 
received instructions con his clients to obtain a purchaser for 
the trust property. He accordingly obtained an offer from a 
bank, and “arranged the sale and the price and terms and con- 
ditions,” shied. Wieden, of necessity, to the approval of the 
court being obtained to the sale. The taxing master disallowed 
the solicitor’s scale fee for negotiating the sale, and his decision 
was affirmed by Mr. Justice Kay. The short reason for the 
decision was that the solicitor had not “arranged” the sale 
and the price, &c., because, until the approval of the court had 
been obtained, there was no complete contract which was 
binding on the parties; that the word “arrange” meant 
Jinally arrange, so that nothing more remained to be done to 
make the contract binding. This construction appears, on the 
face of it, to be open to the objection that it interpolates the 
word “finally” into the rule, and further censtrues /final 
arrangement to mean a “perfectly complete contract.” ‘“ Ar- 
range,” it is considered, might be much more reasonably and 
obviously defined as putting affairs into such order, and placing 
the parties into such connection with each other, that a complete 
contract is the direct effect. In the present case the effect of 
the arrangement made by the solicitor was that the parties 





became contingently bound; and upon the happening of the 
contingency—namely, the signification of its approval by the 
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court, which is an event altogether independent of any act of 
the parties themselves—the parties became bound by a perfect 
contract. To say that the solicitor had not arranged a sale 
when he had brought the parties to the sale into such a connec- 
tion that they were to become bound upon the happening of an 
event over which neither of them had any control whatever, 
does not seem to conform to the ordinary meaning of an 
English word. 





Tue DivistonaL Court, by the exercise of common sense, 
have succeeded in giving a satisfactory explanation of the 
vague term ‘offence of a political character” used in 
section 3 of the Extradition Act, 1870. When the Act was 
originally under discussion, it was pro to define a 
political offence more exactly as one which “had for its 
motive or p se the promotion or prevention of any political 
object,” but it was soon discovered that this would include 
isolated acts of violence, such as the assassination of President 
Lincory. In a way such an act may be political, and it may 
certainly have a political motive, but the moral offence in it so 
far predominates over its | parma character that it can only be 
treated as murder pure and simple. It being thus obvious that 
the original definition was too wide, and no one apparently 
being able to propound another which would satisfactorily dis- 
tinguish between offences purely political and offences against 
morality, the Legislature adopted the phrase above quoted, 
“offences of a political character,” and left the interpretation of 
it to the courts. The case of President Lrxcotn, above referred 
to, suggests at once a necessary limitation. An individual, or a 
small body of individuals, may not indulge in violence on their own 
account, although for the furtherance of political ends. Theremust, 
in the first place, so the whole court determined, be an insurrec- 
tion. What will amouni to an insurrection is, of course, purely a 
matter of fact, but obviously it supposes a state of things some- 
what akin to actual war, when, if bloodshed ensues, this will be, 
not assassination, but the result of putting down opposition. 
But the state of insurrection being established, it is i sian. 
sary to cut out acts of violence which are no real part of it, but 
for which, nevertheless, it affords the occasion. is is done by 
requiring, in the language of Denman, J., that the offence must 
be committed in furtherance of the insurrection. As to the onus 
of proof, nothing very decisive was laid down by the court, and, 
indeed, Denman, J., expressly declined to suggest any rule. But 
it seems reasonable to infer, with Hawxrns, J., that it is in the 
first place for the prisoner, who is setting up the political offence, 
to prove the state of insurrection, and that the offence was, at 
least presumably, committed in furtherance of it. If, however, 
it is alleged that, for some age reason, such as the indulgence 
of personal malice, he is to be deprived of protection for such 
offence, then it is for his opponents to give evidence of the facts 
alleged against him. In the present case the evidence for the 
state of insurrection, and of the offence having been committed 
apparently in furtherance of it, was reasonably clear; while of 
evidence of the alleged personal malice there was practically 
none. 





Here ts a crumb of comfort for the junior bar. The counsel’s 
refresher fee of £1 3s. 6d. in county court cases where a 
“trial” is in the list for the day but is not reached, and is 
“adjourned for want of time,” has been saved—at any rate, for 
the present. In order to decide this momentous question it 

me necessary to construe item 78 of the county court scale 
of costs, which provides that where a trial lasts more than one 
whole day, or is adjourned for want of time, further considera- 
‘tion, or upon payment of the costs of the day, a refresher to 
counsel may be allowed by order of the judge. The sr had 
arisen in this way. A case of Head v. Peart in the Birmingham 
County Court had been in the list for three successive days, and 
had not been reached until the third day, when judgment was 
given for the plaintiff, with costs. Upon the atl m2 Se of the 
plaintiff's counsel, Judge Cuatmers allowed him a refresher fee 
of one guinea for the two days upon which the case had been 
in the list, but had not been reached. Upon taxation before 
the registrar, this fee was objected to, whereupon the i 
referred the matter to the judge, and the judge decided that he 





had a discretion to allow the fee. The defendant in the county 
court action then applied to the High Court for a prohibition, 
and after a protracted argument, well in keeping with the 
seriousness of the question at issue, Hawkins and Sreruen, JJ., 
thongh not without hesitation, decided that the county court 
judge had jurisdiction to allow the fee in question if he 
thought fit to do so. The matter is small enough in itself, 
but the question is one of frequent occurrence, and it is well 
that any doubts which may have existed as to the construction 
of the provision have been removed. The junior members of 
the bar, who occasionally spend and weary days in outlying 
county courts waiting for cases which are not reached, will now 
have the satisfaction of reminding the judge, on the authority 
of the case of Head v. Peart, that he has a discretion, if he thinks 
fit to exercise it, of allowing a refresher fee on the ground that 
a case has been ‘adjourned for want of time.” 





Many MARRIAGE settlements and other trust deeds contain 
a covenant by one of the ies for the payment of a sum 
of money out of the estate of the covenantor after his death to 
the trustees. In the event, however, of the covenantor becom- 
ing bankrupt or of his entering into a composition or scheme of 
arrangement with his creditors under the provisions of the bank- 
ruptcy laws, the liability under the covenant, according to the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Barnett v. King (ante, p. 23), is 
one in respect of which the trustees can prove in the bankruptcy 
proceedings, and subsequent proceedings upon the covenant are 
barred by the discharge of the bankrupt, or by the acceptance and 
approval of a composition or scheme. Hence it appears that the 
trustees of deeds containing such covenant are exposed to a new 
peril unless they bear in mind the above-mentioned decision. 
For, in the words of a former Master of the Rolls, “‘suppose a 
aes owing money to a trust estate, becomes a bankrupt . - . 
nowing of the bankruptey, he [that is, the trustee | is bound to 
prove the debt, if he does not, he commits a breach of trust” ; 
and the passage quoted goes on to declare that the trustee would 
be held Fable for all that he might have received if he had 
roved the debt as he ought to have done: Orrett vy. Corser (21 
ey 56). It is to be hoped that the concurrence of circum- 
stances necessary to found an action on such a breach of trust 
will not often take place, for it does not appear that the trustees 
would in such a case receive protection from the usual or 
statutory indemnity clause if they had notice of the bankruptey 
proceedings. 





In rue case of Halifax Joint-Stock Banking Co. (Limited) v. Gled- 
hill (reported in another column) Mr. Justice Kay decided an im- 
portant point arising under 13 Eliz. c. 5, s. 6, on which there has 
been no direct decision. The facts were shortly these: J. G. 
made a voluntary settlement of land and a policy, on trusts for 
his wife for life, then for himself for life, and subject thereto for 
his children. This settlement was fraudulent and void against 
creditors within the meaning of 13 Eliz. e. 5. Shortly after- 
wards J. G. deposited the settlement, the title deeds of the land, 
and the policy, to secure the payment of a sum of money to 8., 
who did not know that the settlement was fraudulent and void 
against the creditors of J. G. On an action by the judgment 
creditors of J. G., it was held that, though the settlement was 
void as against them, still that S., as a purchaser for value with- 
out notice of the fraud, could retain the reversionary life interest 
of J. G. under the settlement, on the ground that 13 Eliz. e. 5, s. 
6, did not include a purchaser for value of any interest under the 
deed impeached, whether that interest were legal or equitable. 
The decision in this case adopts the view taken in 34 Soxicrrors’ 
JournatL, p. 581. 





Ix pismisstnc on Monday last an appeal as to the sufficiency 
of answers to interrogatories in an action of Marshall v. The 
Metropolitan District Railway Co., the Master of the Rolls com- 
mented with great severity upon the manner in which the rule 
enabling inte: tories to be administered was habitually 


abused, and to the t waste of time and money resulting 
therefrom ; and Lord Justice Lorss e a hope that before 
long appeals of this character, except by leave, would be put an 
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end to. Referring to the last mentioned remark, an official 
correspondent suggests, “‘ with regard to appeals from chamber 
applications on the common law side, that the introduction of rules 
somewhat to the following effect would bring about a saving of 
judicial labour and needless delay, expense, and worry to parties, 
without impairing the due administration of justice :—(1) No 
appeal to lie from the decision of a judge on appeal from the 
decision of a master where the master’s decision is affirmed. 
(2) Where, on appeal, the master’s decision is reversed or varied, 
the judge to have the power of giving leave to appeal either to 
the Divisional Court or straight to the Court of Appeal as he 
may in his discretion direct ; provided that where such reversal 
or variation related merely to costs, or the giving of security in 
lace of payment into court, or time, the same should not be 
eld to confer the power to grant leave for further appeal.” 








THE RISKS OF MANAGING TRUST FUNDS. 


Tue cases of Blyth v. Fladgate, Morgan v. Blyth, and Smith v. 
Blyth, which we report elsewhere, illustrate the familiar truth 
that the utmost caution should be observed by solicitors in the 
management of trust funds. Whether they are simply advising 
trustees, or whether the trust funds come temporarily under their 
control, any omission or irregularity may involve both the acting 
solicitor and his partners in serious liability. The special feature 
in the above cases was that, at a time when the trust funds were 
in the custody of a firm of solicitors, the last surviving trustee 
died, and, before new ones were appointed, the funds had been 
invested on an improper security. Only one of the partners had 
acted in the matter, but Srrrirve, J., held that all of them were 
bay in the breach of trust which he had committed. 

he matter arose out of a marriage settlement made in 1855, 
by which funds were vested in three trustees upon trusts, under 
which the wife, Mrs. Biyru, was tenant for life, and investments 
were to be made with the consent of both husband and wife. 
Two of the trustees died, and the third called in a sum of about 
£10,000 which had been lent on mortgage. By his direction 
this amount was received by Messrs. Fitapcate, Swiru, & Fiap- 
GATE, the solicitors to the trust, and was by them temporarily 
invested in Exchequer Bills, which were deposited with their 
bankers in the name of the firm. Then the surviving trustee died. 
Upon the happening of this event, Mr. Biyru, the husband, took 
the initiative with regard to the investment of the trust funds, and, 
having heard of what appeared to him to be a suitable mortgage, 
wrote to Mr. Smitu, the member of the firm who attended to the 
trust matters, and asked him to advise upon it. A surveyor was 
duly sent to inspect the property, and upon his report Mr. Ssrrn 
advised on various grounds that the security was inadequate. 
Mr. Biyru, however, thought that the surveyor had underrated 
the value of the property, and, having ultimately brought Mr. 
Suirn round to his view, it was arranged that the mortgage 
should be accepted. The Exchequer Bills consequently were 
realized, and the eeds, pending the actual advance to the 
mortgagor, were placed to the firm’s account at their bank. 

The negotiations, it will thus be seen, had been going on 
while there were no trustees of the settlement, but of course 
steps were being taken to supply this defect. Three gentlemen, 
one of whom was Mr. Ssirn himself, were found willing to 
accept the office, and everything, except their actual appoint- 
ment, had been arranged by the time the mortgage was ready 
for completion. The mortgage of the property accordingly 
was to them on the 13th of March, 1884, but their appoint- 
ment as trustees was not effected till the following month. The 
only other fact which it seems material to mention is that, 


of course the trustees assented to the investment, two | 


of them, Mr. Bryru, a son of the tenant for life, and Mr. 
Moxreax, that Mr. Sxarn had not called their attention 
to the rules which should have guided them in the matter. 

In an earlier action of Blyth v. Smith it had already been 
determined that the new trustees were liable in respect of the 
Tiabitey investment, and on the present occasion it was the 

ity of Messrs. Fravcare, Ssarn, & Fraveare which was in 
ar on On behalf of the tenant for life it was contended that 


were liable for a breach of trust; while on behalf of | | 


Messrs. Brrr and Moncay it was contended that they were 


liable for negligence. Moreover, inasmuch as one of the 
partners, Mr. W. M. Fraveare, had died since the above trans- 
actions took place, it was necessary to consider whether any 
liability which might have been established against him could 
be established also against his estate. 

With regard to the former claim, Srreuine, J., held that a 
breach of trist had been committed by the firm, on the ground 
that the Messrs. FitapGare were affected with notice that the 
funds were in the custody of the firm as trust funds, and that, in- 
asmuch as the subsequent investment was made, so he considered, 
in the ordinary course of business, they were affected likewise with 
notice of the investment and all the circumstances attending it. 
The case seems to lie midway between two well-known classes of 
cases. On the one hand, where money is received by a firm in 
the ordinary course of business, they are liable if they part with 
it without the authority of their clients. This is the rule deduced 
by Lord Justice Lrypiey (Partnership, p. 154) from the cases, 
such as Marsh v. Keating (2 Cl. & F. 250), on the misapplication 
by one partner of moneys in the custody of the firm. On the 
other hand, where one partner, who is a trustee, improperly 
introduces trust money into a business, the other partners 
are not liable unless actually implicated in the breach of 
trust: Er parte Heaton (Buck. 386, Lindley, p. 160). This, 
of course, is on the ground that the moneys do not come into 
the partnership account in the ordinary course of business. In 
the present case the trust funds did come into the partner- 
ship account in the ordinary course of business, and, therefore, 
the firm would in any event be liable for their safe custody until 
dealt with at the direction of the trustees, a dealing, of course, 
which was impossible while there were no trustees. But, further, 
inasmuch as Mr. SmirH knew them to be trust funds and the 
subsequent dealings with them were considered to be in the 
ordinary course of business, all the partners were affected with 
notice of the trust and of the nature of the investment of them, 
and were, therefore, constructively liable for the breach of trust. 
Whether this is a sufficient ground of liability is not altogether 
clear, and in Ex parte Woodin (3 M. D. & D. 399) the liability of 
partners as trustees was expressly based on the circumstances 
that they had actual notice of the trust. The matter seems to 
be of importance from the fact that the duty of the firm merely 
to keep the funds safely would apparently be discharged by their 
handing over to the new trustees a security accepted by the 
latter as sufficient. But Srreire, J., in deciding that there had 
been a breach of trust, decided also of course that such subsequent 
transfer would not discharge their liability in respect of it. 
It may be doubted, moreover, how far the result would have 
been altered had the appointment of the new trustees been prior 
to the mortgage. If the firm, in respect of the interval when 
there were no trustees, were to be treated as themselves trustees of 
the money, then they would hardly be safe in investing it, even 
at the direction of the new trustees, upon a security known to 
be improper. The partners being thus held liable for a breach 
of trust, although the trust was merely constructive, it followed 
that the liability was joint and several (Wilson v. Moore, 1 
My. & K. 146), and, moreover, so far as it was several, it was not 
discharged by the judgment previously obtained against Mr. 
Sarru in the action of Blyth v. Smith (King v. Hoare, 13 M. & W. 
494). 

As to the liability of the firm to Messrs. Biyritt and Moron for 
negligence, this appears to have been clear, but an interesting 
point arose with regard to the nature of the liability. If it 
was founded on tort, then, so far as Mr. W. M. FiapGare was 
concerned, it had died with him, and his estate would not be 
liable. If on contract, then it had survived, and that, too, 
a partnership debts are joint only, inasmuch as creditors 
are allowed a - remedy against the estates of deceased 

artners: Kendall v. Hamilton (28 W.R. 97, 4 App. Cas. 504). 

‘awyer v. Goodwin (15 W. R. 1008), however, is meme that 
a solicitor’s duty to use skill in the exercise of his calling is 
founded on an implied contract, and Srtxutve, J., following this, 
held the estate of the deceased partner liable. 


In the result, therefore, inasmuch as on one ground or another 


all the partners or their estates were liable in any event, the 
decision as to their being liable for a breach of trust became of 
ess moment, and there is consequently the less probability of 





ite being questioned.- Possibly, however, it carries the liability 
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of trustees, who are merely such’ on the ground of constructive 
notice, further than has been done before, and in this respect 
the decision may form a dangerous precedent. 








THE PARTNERSHIP ACT, 1890. 
IT. 


Tux relations of partners to one another and the causes and 
consequences of a dissolution of the partnership are the subjects 
dealt with by the remainder of the Act. e now leave the 
partner in his dealings with the outside world, and proceed to 
examine the attitude which, according to the view of the Legisla- 
ture, he ought to assume towards his ee The view taken 
is the well established one that it is in their relations as principal 
or agent that the true position of one to the other must be 
ascertained. So far as each partner is an agent for his co- 
partners he stands in a fiduciary position towards them. So far 
as he is a principal he is entitled to exact the fullest confidence 
from those in whom his confidence has been placed. A higher 
standard than that between debtor and creditor is required. 

The provisions of the Act (sections 28-30) which are the 
direct result of this principle will be shortly discussed here, 
although in the Act they are placed almost at the end of this 
division of the subject. 

28. “‘ Partners are bound to render true accounts and full information of 
ol be affecting the partnership to any partner or his legal representa- 

It is clear from this section that such a doctrine as caveat emptor 
has no place between partner and partner, and, although the 
ines might be criticized as being too obvious to require to 

e stated, it may not be altogether useless to remind partners 
that the law looks with disfavour upon anything like sharp 
practice. This view is even more clearly shewn by the following 
section : 


29. (1) ‘‘ Every partner must account to the firm for any benefit derived 
by him without the consent of the other partners from any transaction 
concerning the partnership, or from any use by him of the partnership 
property, name, or business connection.”’ 


This important principle, which was established in the case of 
a renewal of a lease in Featherstonhaugh v. Fenwick (17 Ves. 298), 
has always been acted upon in subsequent decisions, and in 
Cassels v. Stewart (6 App. Cas. 64) was placed by Lord Brack- 
BURN on the ground of a partner being an agent ‘‘if he, as an 
agent, makes a profit out of the concerns of his principal, and 
as acting for him, he must communicate it to his principal; he 
cannot make a profit out of his principal’s business for himself.” 

The 2nd sub-section applies this principle pending the winding 
up of any business on a dissolution, and the following section 
(section 30) enacts, what is often inserted in partnership agree- 
ments, that a partner must not compete with the firm, or, if he 
does, he must pay to the firm any profits made by him in 
the competing business. 

Partnership property.—Cases involving the question, ‘‘ What is 
partnership property?” have most frequently arisen (a) on bank- 
ruptcy—between the creditors of the firm and separate creditors 
of the individual partner ; (4) on death—between those entitled 
to the real Property and those entitled to the personal property 
of the deceased partner ; and less seldom (c) on a distibaiion— 
between the partners themselves, an example of wiich occurred 
in the above-mentioned case of Featherstonhaugh v. Fenwick, 
where a lease was renewed by some of the ners pending a 
dissolution for the exclusive benefit of such partners, but was 
held to enure for the benefit of the retiring partner, and to form 
part of the partnership property. 

The Act, by enumerating certain classes of things which “ are 
called in this Act partnership property,” supplies tests for more 
readily ascertaining this fact, although it avoids an exhaustive 
definition of the phrase. It may be noticed that much pains is 
taken to deal with some of the numerous difficulties which have 
arisen in the case of land. The recent case of Jn re Hulton, 
Hulton v. Lister (W. N., 1890, p. 14), where a solicitor had been 
engaged in land speculations jointly with another person, and 
the urt of Appeal held that the land in question constituted 
partnership assets, reversing the decision of the learned judge in 


the court below, points to the difficulties to which such cases give 


rise. 

It is provided by the Act that as land when it is part- 
nership property the legal estate devolve according to the 
nature and tenure thereof, but in trust for the persons bene- 
ficially entitled (section 20, sub-section (2) ), and as between the 
heir and personal representatives of a deceased partner it shall 
be treated as personal estate (section 22). These sections do 
not alter the existing a aban ind 
By section 21, “(unless the contrary intention appears, pro- 
perth bought with money belonging to the firm is deemed to have 

n bought on account of the firm.” So far as language goes 
we think this section might have been expressed in fewer words, 
and especially that the phrase “ ership —* ” might 
have been substituted for the concluding words. To this prin- 
ciple there is apparently an exception, to the effect that where 
co-owners of land are partners in profits, and purchase other 
land out of such profits, such newly-purchased land belongs to 
the partners, not as ers, but as co-owners (section 20, sub- 
section (3) ). It would have been more appropriate if this 
exception had been placed immediately after the principle stated 
by section 21 ins of preceding it in a separate section. The 
clause is no doubt intended to represent the result of the 
decision in — v. Blakeway (L. R. 4 Ch. 603), but 
this was a difficult case containing very special circum- 
stances, and it may be doubted whether the law has been 
rendered clearer in this respect. One of the most important 
rights which a partner has in the partnership property, 
although he may have contributed nothing to the capital, 
is the right, on dissolution, “to have the property o the 
partnership applied in payment of the debts and liabilities 
of the firm,” as stated in section 39, which, as a a of 
dissolution, is separated from the other sections which deal with 
partnership property. This is the so-called er’s lien, a 
right of a peculiar nature, and which it is well to have stated by 
statute. 

Partner’s share. — The interest of a partner in the partner- 
ship assets is not defined in the present Act, but the rules for 
distribution of assets on a final settlement of accounts, set out 
in section 44, will furnish a good guide as to how it is ascer- 
tained. The nature of a partner’s share is now more clearly 
understood than formerly, for the older cases betray some very 
cloudy notions on the subject. These took practical effect in 
the law of execution against the ership property for a 
partner’s separate judgment debt, but, as has been already 
noticed, the law is amended by section 21, and the creditor can 
now obtain a charging order against “that partner's interest in 
the partnership property and profits,” and a receiver of “that 

er’s share of profits.” e section has adopted a recom- 
mendation which Tas constantly been made by Lord Justice 
Liyv.ey in his treatise on this subject. 

Before leaving the subject of the power of a creditor to 
a partner’s share, it should be noticed that, by section 33, su 
section (2), ‘‘A partnership may, at the option of the other 
partners, be dissolved if any er suffers his share of the 
partnership property to be under this Act for his 
separate debt.” This section naturally leads to the inquiry 
whether such an option exists in other cases when a partner 
deals with his share by voluntary charge or assignment. A 
parently not. There is an elaborate provision (section 31), im 
which the position of a n to whom a partner has assi 
his share is defined, and limitations on his rights are i but 
nothing is said in the Act about the assignment of a share by one 
partner, giving the other partners a right to dissolution. In some 
other countries, we believe, there is such a rule; and it seems 
reasonable that, where any partner has ceased to have any 
beneficial interest in the partnershi property, that the other 
partners should be able, if they wish tt, to i ist age coming 
to an account and paying the value of such share to the assignee. 
The Legislature has, however, refrained from stating the law 
upon this point, either as it is or as it ought to be, and the 
question, when raised, must be argued upon its merits, 

Partnership agreement.—As between partners themselves the 
most obvious evidence of the precise relations which exist 
between them is to be found in the partnership agreement. 
Although the Act contains frequent allusions to this agreement, 
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we have already observed that it nowhere distinctly states that 
partnership is the result of agreement, and it is, therefore, more 
surprising that nothing is said as to how this agreement is 
formed. It may be said that if it is the result of an agreement 
between the parties, it follows from the ordinary law of contract 
that such agreement may be express or implied, verbal or written, 
but we think that this proposition, simple as it is, might have 
been the subject of express enactment. In spite of this it can- 
not be denied that in section 24 we have some most excellent 
provisions from the practical point of view. The section is 
described in the marginal note as providing “Rules as to in- 
terests and duties of partners subject to special agreement.” 
These rules are contained in nine sub-sections, each of which 
establishes a rule of more or less importance for regulating the 
relations between partners. In businesses of any size most of 
these regulations are varied by the actual agreement between 
the ‘parties, but there are many partnerships where there are no 
written articles of agreement at all, and more where such articles 
have been hastily and often unskilfully drawn up. It is, there- 
fore, of practical utility to business men to be able to turn to 
what, by the nature of the legislative sanction, may be described 
as ar ideal partnership agreement, and, where the written 
articles, if any, are silent, to find simple questions affecting the 
most vital interests of the concern answered in concise and 
simple —s. The questions dealt with are such as the fol- 
lowing wo at rights of indemnity has a partner for in- 
curring liabilities on behalf of the firm? (+) What rights have 
each partner in the management of the business? (ce) Cana 
new partner be introduced by the consent of the majority? (d) 
What are the powers of a majority in cases of dispute? These 
are only some of the subjects dealt with by this comprehensive 
section, and every lawyer is aware that the true answers to these 
questions have been found by their having passed through the 
furnace of litigation. 








THE STAMP ON TRANSFERS OF MORTGAGES. 


THE following correspondence has taken place on this subject :— 
Law Society’s Hall, 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 
October 28th, 1890. 

Dear Sir,—The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have had 
numerous communications made to them on the subject of your 
circular of the 15th of August last, and supplemental circular dated 
the 1st of September ultimo, with reference to the duty on transfers 
of mortgage. 

With reference to the announcement in the supplemental circular 
that the board would be prepared to forego any penalty on impressing 
transfers of mortgage with further duty in respect of arrears of inter- 
est in all cases where the instrument is tendered for the purpose 
before the 1st of January next, the council desire me to point out to 
you the great inconvenience which will arise in consequence of the 
commissioners insisting on the payment of a penalty after so early a 
date as the ist of January, 1891. A little consideration would, it is 
believed, convince the commissioners that, with regard to deeds already 
executed, particularly in respect of complicated interests arising in 
dealing with large estates, it will be, in fact, an impossibility for a 
solicitor to ascertain what deeds have not been stamped as contem- 
plated by this new determination of the commissioners. 

The council would, therefore, ask you to be good enough to request 

the commissioners to give this matter reconsideration, with a view to 
the~time for stamping deeds already executed being indefinitely 
extended. 
_ The council would also ask the commissioners to be so good as to 
issue a circular, which would be rather more precise in its terms, as to 
what transfer of interest is liable to stamp duty.—I am, dear sir, 
yours faithfully, E. W. WILLIAMSON, Secretary. 

W. H. Cousins, Esq., 

Board of Inland Revenue, Somerset House, W.C. 


Inland Revenue, 
Somerset House, London, W.C., 
1 . 7th November, 1890. 
Sir,—Ha’ laid before the Board of Inland Revenue your letter 
of the 28th ultimo, I am directed, in reply, to acquaint you, for the 
information of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society, that the 
circulars to which the council refer were not the result of any ‘‘ new 
determination of the commissioners,” as the council seem to sup- 
pose, but that it has been their uniform practice upon adjudication of 
the stamp duty on a transfer of mortgage, at all events since the 





Stamp Act, 1870, came into operation on the 1st of January, 1871, to 
assess the duty as payable on the aggregate amount of principal and 
arrear of interest transferred, and t the circulars were the result 
of their attention having been drawn to the fact that in many cases 
transfers of mort; , not presented for adjudication, had been 
insufficient] ine : 

As re the time given for rectifying the duty, the board wish 
me to observe that they did not, by fixing the 1st of January next, 
intend to preclude the remission or mitigation of the penalty on 
stamping transfers of mortgages with further duty in the case of a 
transfer presented on or after that date where valid reason is given 
for the delay in presentation, but to intimate that transfers presented 
before that date would be stamped with the further duty without 
penalty as a matter of course. 

The board trust that the above statement will be satisfactory to the 
council, as they are not prepared to accede to the suggestion that the 
time for stamping transfers of mortgages already executed should be 
indefinitely postponed. 

With respect to the further suggestion contained in your letter as 
to the issue by the board of another circular ‘“‘ which would be rather 
more precise in its terms as to what transfer of interest is liable to 
stamp duty,” I am to state that it does not appear to the board 
necessary or advisable to issue any such circular, but, if any explana- 
tion of the expression ‘‘ arrears of interest,’? as used in the circular 
of the 1st of September last, is required, they have no hesitation in 
stating that it means an arrear due at and prior to the last past day 
fixed for payment of interest, and does not include the current 
interest between that day and the date of transfer.—I am, Sir, your 
obedient servant, W. H. Covsrys, Secretary. 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
SECTION 11, SUB-SECTION 1, OF THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1890. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—The effect of section 11, sub-section 1, of the Bankruptcy 
Amendment Act, 1890, is somewhat prpeliet. Under it (and also 
under the repealed section in the Act of 1883) the sheriff, on. having 
notice of a receiving order before sale, is bound to deliver any goods 
seized to the official receiver, and this whether or not their value is 
sufficient to satisfy the full amount of the levy. But, if in order to 
avoid a sale the full amount of levy has been paid to the sheriff, the 
official receiver would have no claim to it, whereas if the sheriff had 
only received part of the levy, the official receiver would be entitled 
to the amount received under the express words of the Act. Could 
this have been intended ? SUBSCRIBER. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


HALIFAX JOINT-STOCK BANKING CO. (LIM.) v. GLEDHILL—Kay, J., 
27th and 28th October ; 8th November. 


Voiuntary SETTLEMENT—FRavuD—PURCHASER FOR VALUE OF INTEREST 
UNDER THE SETTLEMENT witHouT Nortice—-13 Euiz. c. 5, s. 6. 


On the 25th of June, 1885, J. G. gave to the plaintiff bank a guarantee 
to secure the banking account of his son T. G., and on this guarantee the 
bank had since obtained judgment. T. G., onthe 26th of October, calleda 
meeting of his creditors for the 31st of October. On the 27th a settlement 
was executed by J. G. vesting land and a policy in trust for his wife for 
life, then for himself for life, and subject thereto for his children. A 
composition with the creditors of T. G. was arranged on the 8th of Novem- 
ber, and the defendant 8. became surety, and for this purpose gave a 
cheque to M., the chairman of the creditors’ meeting, and J. G. gave S. a 
security by depositing with him the settlement, the title deeds of the land, 
and the policy, with a memorandum signed by T. G. and J. G. 8S. did not 
know that the settlement was fraudulent and void, nor of J. G.’s guarantee 
to the bank. S. had been compelled to pay the holder of the cheque, 
which had been improperly negotiated by M., and had recovered a portion 
of the amount from M.; he now claimed the balance due to him on his 
security. This action was brought by the plaintiff bank to have it declared 
that the settlement of the 27th of October was fraudulent and void under 
13 Eliz. c. 5, and it was argued on behalf of 8. that he was=protected as a 
purchaser for value under section 6. 

Kay, J.—after holding that the settlement was void as against the 
general creditors, and that the deposit must be treated as giving S. a 
security upon the reversionary life interest of J. G. only—said that the 
question of law was whether a subsequent purchaser for value of an 
interest under the settlement without notice his purchase protected by 
section 6 of 13 Eliz.c.5. If he had, it did not matter whether it was a 
legal or merely an equitable interest. If he had not, then, as the creditors’ 
rights were under a positive enactment that the deed was void as against 
them, their claim was not equitable, but legal. There was no direct 
decision, but no case had been found in which creditors had prevailed 





Tm 


ot ee ek tee me eee eR ee Ces eo oe tee 









= oe ae 





Nov. 15, 1890. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





[Vol. 35.] 37 








against such a purchaser. His lordship referred to Prodgers v. Langham 
(Siderfin’s Rep. 133) and George v. Milbanke (9 Ves. 193), and to the jnde: 
ment of Turner, L.J., in Payne v. Mortimer (4 De G. & J. 441), and said 
there seemed to be a clear recognition by Turner, L.J., that section 6 did 
protect a purchaser for value without notice of an interest derived under a 
settlement which the statute of Elizabeth would make void i 
creditors as to other persons claiming under it ; and he thought it right to 
hold that section 6 did include such a purchaser, and did prevent the deed 
being void against him. The settlement would accordingly be declared 
void as against the bank and other creditors of J. G., except as to his 
reversionary life interest thereunder, which had been mortgaged to S.— 
CounsEL, Marten, Q.C., and Benj. Eyre ; Haldane, Q.C.,and Hood ; Butcher ; 
Cartmell. Soxicrrors, Jaques § Co., for Watson § Son, Bradford ; Robinson ¢ 
Robinson, Keighley ; Weatherhead § W. ¢ G. Burr, Keighley. 


Re HARDING’S SETTLED ESTATE—North, J., 7th November. 


Szrrtep Lanp—Lanp svussect To Trust ror SALE—APPLICATION BY TENANT 
ror Lirz ror LEAVE TO EXERCISE Power or Sate—Serriep Lanp Act, 
1882, ss. 3, 63—Setriep Lanp Act, 1884, ss. 6, 7. 


This was an application, under section 7 of the Settled Land Act, 1884, 
by tenants for life of land subject to a trust for sale, for leave to exercise 
the power of sale conferred upon a tenant for life by section 3 of the Settled 
Land Act, 1882. Section 63 provides that, in the case of land which is, 
under or by virtue of any deed or will, subject to a trust or direction for 
sale, and for the application or disposal of the money to arise from the 
sale, or the income of that money, or the income of the land until sale, or 
any part of that money or income, for the benefit of any person for his 
life, or any other limited period, or for the benefit of two or more persons 
concurrently for any limited period, the land shall be deemed to be settled 
land, and the instrument or instruments under which the trust arises shall 
be deemed to be a settlement, and the person for the time being benefici- 
ally entitled to the income of the land until sale shall be deemed to be 
tenant for life thereof; or if two or more persons are so entitled concur- 
rently, then those persons shall be deemed to constitute together the 
tenant for life thereof; and the persons, if any, who are for the time being 
under the settlement trustees for sale of the settled land, or having power of 
consent to, or approval of, or control over the sale, or if under the settlement 
there are no such trustees, then the persons, if any, for the time being, who are 
by the settlement declared to be trustees thereof for purposes of the Act, are 
for purposes of the Act trustees of the settlement. And in every such case the 
provisions of the Act referring to a tenant for life, and to a settlement, 
and to settled land, shall extend to the person or persons aforesaid, and to 
the instrument or instruments under which his or their estate or interest 
arises, and to the land therein comprised, subject to certain provisions 
which it is not necessary for the present purpose to state. Section 6 of the 
Settled Land Act, 1884, provides by section 6 (1) that, ‘‘in the case of a 
settlement within the meaning of section 63 of the Act of 1882, any con- 
sent not required by the terms of the settlement is not by force of any- 
thing contained in that Act to be deemed necessary to enable the trustees 
of the settlement, or any other person, to execute - of the trusts or 
powers created by the settlement.’’ By section 7, ‘‘ With re t to the 
powers conferred by section 63 of the Act of 1882, the following pro- 
visions are to have effect (inter alia) :—(i.) Those powers are not to be 
exercised without the leave of the court. (ii.) The court may by order, 
in any case in which it thinks fit, give leave to exercise all or any of those 
powers, and the order is to name the person or persons to whom leave is 
given. (iv.) So long as an order under this section is in force, neither the 
trustees of the settlement, nor any person other than a person having the 
leave, shall execute any trust or power created by the settlement for any 
purpose for which leave is by the order given, to exercise a power con- 
ferred by the Act of 1882. (vii.) An application to the court under this 
section may be made by the tenant for life, or by the persons who together 
constitute the tenant for life, within the meaning of section 63 of the Act 
of 1882. (ix.) The person or persons to whom leave is given by an order 
under this section shall be deemed the proper person or persons to 
exercise the powers conferred by section 63 of the Act of 1882, 
and shall have, and may exercise, those powers accordingly.’’ 
In the present case a testator, by his will, directed that, in case his 
residuary personal estate should be insufficient for the RY se, his debts, 
funeral and testamentary expenses, and legacies should paid out of 
the proceeds of the sale of his residuary real estate thereinafter directed. 
And the testator devised his residuary real estate to two persons (whom he 
also appointed executors) upon trust to sell the same, and to invest the 
proceeds of sale in manner therein mentioned, and to hold the invest- 
ments upon trust for two ladies during their joint lives, and for the 
survivor of them during her life, and after the death of the survivor in 
trust for their children in manner therein mentioned, and, in case neither 
of the two ladies should have a child who should attain a vested interest, 
the testator gave the fund to the two trustees for their own benefit. 
Neither of the ladies had married, and they were respectively aged 
fifty-three and forty-nine. The testator’s residuary personal estate had 
proved insufficient to pay his legacies, but his debts and funeral and 
testamentary expenses were paid out of it. The trustees had commenced 
an action in the Lancaster Chancery Court for the administration of the 
estate, the two tenants for life being defendants. In pursuance of an 
order made in that action, the sum of £7,000 was raised by a mortgage of 
the testator’s residuary real estate for the pi of paying the 
legacies. An inquiry was also directed, whether Ht would be fit and 
proper and for the benefit of all the persons interested that the 
residuary real estate should be sold, and in answer to this inquiry the 
registrar certified that it would be for the benefit of all persons interested 
that the sale should be postponed. The present summons was taken out 





by the two tenants for life, and it asked that they might be authorized to 
exercise the statutory power of sale of the real estate. The trustees 

the respondents to the summons. It was con 
the tenants for life to shew a reason for the 
to exercise the trust for sale created by the will, and also that the 
of the Lancaster Court was a bar to the appli . 
Nortu, J., granted the application. He was of opinion that, by virtue 
of section 6 of the Act of 1884, trustees for sale imd faci 
the proper persons to determine how the land was to be sold, unless the 


the power of sale conferred by sections 3 B 
the present case, all the charges prior to the life estates having been satis- 
fied, he thought it would be proper that the tenants for life, who had 
first subsisting interest under the settlement, should be 

the real estate.—CounsEL, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and R. J. Parker ; A. Hop- 
kinson. Soxtcrrors, J. Perey Chadwick ; Phelps, Sidgwick, § Co. 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
REG. v. BOWERMAN—C. C. R., 8th November. 


Exonance Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 61), s. 18—24 & 25 Vicr. c. 96, 8. 75. 


In this case the prisoner was indicted at the Central Criminal Court 
under section 75 of 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96 for that he, having been intrusted 
as a broker or agent with a security for the payment of money—namely, a 
bill of exchange or acceptance with a direction in writing to apply the 
proceeds for a certain purpose—in violation of good faith, and contrary to 
the terms of such direction, converted the same to his own use. The main 
question was whether the document so intrusted to the prisoner was a 
security for the payment of money. The facts, mea fe were as follows :— 
Messrs. Tebbitt Brothers, being in need of additional capital, inserted an 
advertisement in a newspaper. The prisoner replied to it by sending his 
card and address. In the course of subsequent interviews, the prisoner 
informed Mr. A. P. Tebbitt that he was a bill broker or money 
lender, and that he would be able to raise capital for the firm. 
An arrangement was made and was drawn up in writing by which the 
prisoner was to draw bills upon Messrs. eae ares to the amount 
of £5,000 and endeavour to get them discounted at a moderate rate of 
interest. Eighty per cent. of the proceeds of the bills were to be handed 
to Messrs. Tebbitt, and in the event of the prisoner’s failing to discount 
them he agreed to return them to Messrs. Tebbitt in three days. In 
accordance with this arrangement the prisoner drew the bills (the subject 
of the indictment) and Messrs. Tebbitt accepted them and handed them to 
the prisoner. The drawer’s name was left b , but in other respects the 
bills were complete. The prisoner gave them to one Berg to discount 
them, and requested him to add the drawer’s name, which he did. 
discounted the bills and handed the proceeds to the prisoner, who aj 
them to his own use. The prisoner was convicted, but the Recorder stated 
this case for the opinion of the court. It was argued for the prisoner that 
the bill, having no drawer’s name upon it when it was received by the 
prisoner, was only an inchoate instrument, and not a security for the Rey. 
ment of money. Reg. v. Harper (7 Q. B. D. 78), Reg. v. Hart (6 C. ° 
106), and Reg. v. Portugal (16 Q. B. D. 487) were referred to. It was also 
contended that the prisoner’s dealings with Messrs. Tebbitt amounted to a 
partnership, and that he was not an agent 

Denman, J., said that there was — good Sagas for hol that this 
document was a valuable security, and properly described as a bill of ex- 
change or acceptance. At the time it was intrusted to the prisoner the 
amount had been inserted, the bill had been accepted by the persons to 
whom it was addressed, it was properly stamped, and all that was wanted 
was the name of the drawer. e question was covered by section 18 of 
the Bills of Exchange Act, which laid it down that a bill might be 
accepted before it was drawn, and might, therefore, be consi to be 
an acceptance. As soon as the drawer’s name was added it became avail- 
able, as in fact it was made available for purposes of fraud. The case of 
Reg. v. Harper was not in pari materia, the question there was as to in- 
dorsement. In Reg. v. Hart there was a eeod ground upon which all the 
judges relied, and that was that the document was not a security for - 
thing at all; no sum was mserted in the bill, and when people talk of a 
security for money they mean a security for a certain sum, not any sum 
that may be filled in; that case was only an authority to that extent. 
The other cases cited were also distinguishable. Section 18 shewed that a 
bill without the drawer’s name might be accepted— that was, there might 
be an acceptance without any drawer’s name, and such was the case here. 
It was a valuable security, and the prisoner converted it to his own use. 
As to whether the prisoner was a broker or agent, the only question was 
whether there was evidence to go tothe jury on the point. But the prisoner 
had described himself as a bill broker, and on that point also the verdict 
was warranted. Porzock, B., said the question was not, was this 
document a bill of exchange? but, was it a security for money? It 
certainly was a security which a business man or a banker 
would take as such. That disposed of the first point. As to the 
it was said that the prisoner had some interest in the transaction 
that of a broker or agent, but it did not follow that he was not a broker 
or agent, and the jury were justified in so finding. Hawxrs, J., said 
that it was clear that this was a valuable security; just as a cheque to 
order would be, although the person in whose favour it was made had not 
indorsed it. As tothe second point there was even less doubt; apart from 
his having described himself as a broker, the prisoner was an agent in every 
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sense for the purpose of getting these bills discounted. Srerxen and 
Cuanes, JJ., agreed. Conviction affirmed.—Counsgt, Poland, Q.C., and 
Metcalfe; H. Avory. Soxrtcrrors, Norris § Son ; Solicitor to the Treasury. 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
EARL OF AYLESFORD ». EARL POULETT—North, J., 6th November. 


Soxricrrorn—Costs—Taxation—Scate Fre—MorrcaceE—Fvurtuer CHARGE 
—Previovs InvesticaTion or TiTte sy same Soricrrorn—So.icrrors’ 
Remuneration Orver, Scuepure I., Part I., vr. 10 


In this case a question arose as to the operation of rule 10 in Part I. of 
Schedule I. to the Solicitors’ Remuneration Order. That rule provides 
that the scale as to mortgages ‘‘is to apply to transfers of mortgages 
where the title is investigated, but not to transfers where the title was 
investigated by the same solicitor on the original mortgage, or in any 
previous transfer ; and it is not to apply to further charges, where the 
title has been so previously investigated. As to such transfers and further 
charges, the remuneration is to be regulated according to the present 
system as altered by Schedule II. hereto.’ In the present case the tenant 
for life of settled estates had created a number of charges upon his life 
interest, for sums amounting in the whole to £192,000, and had incurred 
other debts. These charges had all become vested in the trustees of an 
insurance company. <A private Act was passed, which empowered the 
trustees of the settlement to raise sums, not exceeding in the whole 
£350,000, by mortgaging the settled estates in fee, for the purpose of 
paying the debts of the tenant for life. In pursuance of this power the 
trustees executed a mortgage of the estates in fee to the trustees of the 
same insurance company, to secure a sum of £232,000 advanced by the 
company. The mortgage deed contained a recital that all the charges on 
the life estate of the tenant for life had been satisfied and released, and 
the deed was expressed to be made in consideration of £232,000 ‘‘ now 
paid” by the mortgagees to the trustées of the settlement. The charges 
on the life estate were released by a separate deed, and the sum of 
£192,000 was in fact retained by the company in satisfaction of those 
charges, only the balance of £40,000 being paid to the trustees of the 
settlement. A little more than a year afterwards the tenant for life died, 
without any issue male, and his younger brother thereupon became 
tenant for life in possession of the settled estates. He brought this 
action against the trustees of the settlement, claiming an account of all 
moneys come to the hands of the defendants as trustees for the purposes 
of the Act or of the settlement. North, J., made an order directing an 
account to be taken of these moneys, and of the application thereof. In 
pursuance of this order the defendants brought their accounts into 
chambers, and they claimed as part of their discharge a bill of costs of 
solicitors of the insurance company in relation to the mortgage for 
000. chief clerk requested the taxing master to tax and settle 
bill, to assist him in making proper allowances in respect thereof in 
the accounts of the trustees. It was contended that the solicitors 
were entitled to the scale fee (£450) prescribed by Part I. of Schedule I. 
for a mortgage for £232,000, on the ground that the mortgage was not 
either a transfer or a further charge, but a new and independent trans- 
action, the subject of the mortgage being the fee of the estates, and not 
the life interest, as in the prior mortgages. The taxing master held that 
“the transaction was in substance a further advance of £40,000, and that 
the solicitors could only claim remuneration under Schedule II. He said 
that the solicitors had already been once paid for investigating the title, 
at least on-£192,000, part of the £232,000—that is, on the life estate. On 
occasion an additional £40,000 was advanced, no doubt on the 
. But the transaction was between the same parties, and the proper 
fee had been already paid for investigating the title. On the present 
occasion the defendants were really entitled to nothing more than the 
proper charges of the solisitors under Schedule II. But, with the assent 
of the plaintiffs, the taxing master allowed them £145, the scale fee on 
£40,000, which was, in his judgment, much more than would be allowed if 
items were brought in under Schedule IT. 

Nortn, J., affirmed the decision. He did not think the rule was very 
clearly expressed, but, on the best consideration he had been able to give 
to the case, he thought the taxing master was right. It must be remem- 
bered that, if the scale did not apply, the solicitor would still be remuner- 
ated for his work; another alternative was provided by the rule. The 
only question was, whether the solicitor was to be remunerated in the one 
way or in the other. Suppose the simple case of an owner in fee of land 
ing a mortgage and dying intestate, the mortgage still subsisting. 
the mortgagor’s son and heir-at-law wished to obtain a further 
advance from the same zee on the security of the same property. 
Could it be said that the title had not been already investigated, because 
it would be necessary to look at the will of the mortgagor and to inquire 
into the heirship of the son, in order to see whether he could give a 
charge on the land? It was argued that the title to property could 
to have been iously investigated only when not the slightest 
had taken place in the position of the mortgagor, and that, if any- 
further, however small, had to be done, the title had not been pre- 
i The court must deal with each case as it arose, and 
not be tested by putting extreme cases. In the present case 
enabled the trustees to charge the fee of the settled estates, and 
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#0, taking in exchange a release of the existing charges on the 
a further advance of £40,000. In such a case, in his lord- 
there was not a fresh investigation of the title, for the title 
substance, already investigated. It was carefully investigated 
mop ny J when they advanced the £192,000, and the fact that it wae 
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being said that the title had been already investigated. In his lordship’s 
opinion the ion was, in substance, a further charge on the same 
property, and the solicitors were not entitled to a scale fee, because the 
title had been previously investigated by them. But the plaintiff had 
submitted to pay £145, and the court was not asked to vary the order in 
that respect.—CounsgL, Napier Higgins, Q.C., and Dauney ; Cozens-Hardy, 
Q.C., and W. C. Druce. Soxurcrrors, Kaye ¢ Guedalla ; Bennett, Dawson, § 
Bennett. 


Ex parte RAPHAEL, Re COSTER—Q. B. Div., 5th November. 


Sorrcrrorn—Costs—Banxkruptcy—Costs or Prrirrion—Banxrvrtcy RvLgzs, 
1886, rn. 125. 


This case raised a question of importance to solicitors. The application 
was made by Mr. R. Raphael, the solicitor to the debtor, for an order on 
the trustee to pay out of the estate the petitioning debtor’s costs, which 
had been duly certified by the taxing master. Mr. Raphael was instructed 
by the debtor to appear for him on the filing of his petition, in respect of 
which he subsequently carried in his bill of costs, which was duly taxed at 
£4416s. On application being made for payment, however, the trustee 
refused to pay the costs out of the estate, alleging as his ground for the 
refusal that he had discovered that shortly before the petition was filed two 
sums of £60 and £40 respectively had been received by Mr. Raphael from 
the bankrupt, which the trustee contended amounted to a fraudulent pre- 
ference, and he claimed the right of setting off the costs in question 
against these sums. On behalf of the applicant it was now submitted that 
the suggestion of the trustee was wholly inadmissible. The payments to 
the solicitor were for services rendered previous to the petition, and he had 
a perfect right to retain them. But even if the trustee was of opinion that 
they were a fraudulent preference, he had no right to set off against them 
costs which were given to the solicitor under the rules, and his proper 
course was to proceed by motion in the ordinary way. 


Cave, J., allowed the application. His lordship said that the contention 
of the trustee could not be entertained. His proper course was not to take 
the step he had taken, but to move to set the payments aside as a fraudu- 
lent preference. The trustee must pay this amount, and could thcn make 
the motion if he thought fit. The plan he had adopted was most incon- 
venient, and the application must be allowed, with costs.—Counse., Muir 
Mackenzie ; Mellor. Sojictrons, R. Raphael ; A. N. Phillips. 


Re LANGLOIS & BIDEN—Q. B. Div., 6th November. 


Costs—County Court—Lower AND Hicuer ScaLes—Sca.eE To BE APPLIED 
WHERE AMOUNT CLAIMED EXCEEDS AND THE AMOUNT RECOVERED IS LESS 
THAN £10—County Court Ruies, 1889, Appenprx—County Courts 
Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 43), ss. 118, 119. 


This case raised an important question as to the scale to be applied in 
the taxation of costs in the county court where the amount claimed is over 
the £10 limit and the amount recovered is under that sum. Messrs. 
Langlois & Biden were the solicitors for one Wood, the plaintiff, in an action 
upon a bill of exchange for £15. Wood alleged and informed his solicitors 
that he had paid the full amount which ype upon the face of the 
bill, but in cross-examination at the trial he admitted that he had only 
paid £5 for it, and accordingly he recovered judgment for that amount 
only. The solicitors claimed from Wood payment of their charges upon 
the higher scale—‘‘ where the subject-matter of the sum recovered exceeds 
£10”’—namely, £9 14s. 6d. On taxation of their bill the master held that 
they were only entitled to costs on the lower scale—‘‘ where the amount 
recovered exceeds £2 and does not exceed £10’’—namely, £2 13s. 6d. (See 
County Court Rules, 1889, Appendix.) Huddleston, B., in chambers, re- 
versed this decision, and held that the costs must be taxed on the higher 
scale. The lower scale in the Appendix to the rules is followed by the 
note—‘‘ N.B.—No other costs are to be allowed than the above where the 
amount claimed does not exceed £10, unless the judge certifies under sec- 
tion 119 of the County Courts Act, 1888.”” The solicitors appealed. 

Tue Covrt (Matruew and Grantuam, JJ.) held that the order of the 
master was right and ought to be affirmed. The question arose upon 
section 118 of the County Courts Act, 1888, and the Appendix to the rules 
of 1889. It was clear that the section applied both to party and party 
costs, and to solicitor and client costs; both must be regulated by the 
scale which was applicable, and there was no distinction between them ; 
therefore all that was necessary was to look at the scales. Attention was 
directed to the note to the lower scale in which the word ‘“ claimed’’ was 
substituted for the word ‘‘ recovered.”’? But section 119 shewed that the 
true guide was the ‘‘ amount recovered,”’ and it was impossible by any rule to 
enlarge that into the ‘‘ amount claimed.”” The Act must be adhered to, 
although in an individual instance it might work hardship to a solicitor 
who had been deceived by the statement made to him by his client as to 
the amount to which he (the client) was entitled. Appeal allowed.— 
Counse., Crump, Q.C., and W. H. C. Payne; R. Bray. Sowtcrrors, Morris 
N. Fuller ; Langlois § Biden. 2 


Re MACGOWAN, MACGOWAN v. MURRAY—Kay, J., 8th November. 


Taxation ov Cosrs—Soutcrrors’ Remuneration Act, 1881-— Generar 
Oxnper, Avover, 1882, x. 11—Fex vor Neogormatino Sate To Be 
Aprrpnovep ny THe Court. 


The trustees of certain property, the subject of a suit, pending suit, 
entered into negotiations by their solicitor to sell the pro a and the 
solicitor obtained an offer from a bank, which was conditional upon the 
sanction of the court being obtained. The solicitor procured evidence, 
including affidavte by two auctioneers, as to the sale to the bank. The 
taxing master had allowed the costs of obtaining the sanction of the court, 
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but disallowed the scale fee for negotiating the sale, and this was a 
summons to vary his certificate 


Kay, J., said that the meaning of rule 11, Schedule I., Part I., of the 
General Order, was plain, that where the solicitor had done all the work 
without having paid an auctioneer or other agent to assist him, and that 
work resulted in a complete contract, then the scale fee a lied. But if 
he did not do all the work himself, because part of the oak oes: done by 
an agent whom the client paid, he was not entitled, since that part of the 
work was not done by him. The question was, did the solicitor arrange 
the sale and the price, the terms and conditions thereof, and it was 
obvious that ‘‘arrange’’ meant finally ; the scale fee for nego- 
tiating was to apply when the solicitor made a complete contract himself. 
The solicitor did not make a final arrangement, because that could not be 
done without the sanction of the court. Thus as to price, the solicitor 
negotiated with the bank for sale, if the court approved the price; the 
bank was really not bound until the court sanctioned the price, and there 
was no complete contract. ‘ ” in rule 11, which only applied 
to negotiations, meant that the negotiation must be a perfectly complete 
negotiation, resulting in a binding contract; and then the scale fee did 
not apply unless the solicitor carried the negotiation out himself without 
assistance. The summons must be dismissed, with costs. — CocnsgL, 
Marten, Q.C., and Davenport ; Levett. Soxtcrrors, Cunliffes §& Davenport, for 
Darbishire, Tatham, § Worthington, Manchester; Bower, Cotton, § Bower. 


BLYTH v. FLADGATE; MORGAN v. BLYTH; SMITH v. BLYTH—Stirling, 
J., 25th and 26th June; Ist and 2nd July; and 4th November. 


TrusTEES—MorTGAGE ON INSUFFICIENT Securtry—Breacn or Trust— 
Soricrror-Trustee — Lianiity or Partners— NEGLIGENCE — TRUSTEE 
Act, 1888, s. 4 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 59) 


Witness actions. On the 28th of October, 1886, an action of Blyth v. 
Smith was commenced, in which Isabella M. Blyth and two of her 
children, Edith M. E. Blyth and Francis E. Blyth, were plaintiffs, and H. 
W. Smith, C. H. Morgan, and P. W. Blyth were defendants. In the 
judgment given in this action on the 9th of August, 1888, it was declared 
that a certain investment was an improper one, and that the defendants, 
the trustees of the settlement below mentioned, were jointly and severally 
liable to make good the trust fund with interest. The facts tending to 
this action and to the three subsequent actions were as follows :—In 1855 
a marriage settlement was executed, made between P. T. Blyth of the 
first W. King of the second part, Isabella M. Blyth, then J. M. 
King, of the third part, and H. G. Gordon, A. T. Upton, and P. P. Blyth 
of the fourth part. The parties of the fourth part were the trustees, and 
were to hold the trust funds upon trust with the consent of P. T. and J. 
M. Blyth during their joint lives, to invest on real securities in England 
or Wales, with power with the like consent to vary, and to pay the 
interest to Mrs. Blyth for her life, for her se te use, and after her 
death for the issue of the m , as Mr. and . Blyth should jointly 
appoint, and in default for sons at twenty-one and ‘daughters at twenty- 
one or on marriage in equal shares. The marriage took place in 1855, and 
among the issue were two sons, P. W. Blyth, a defendant in Blyth v. 
Smith, and F. E. Blyth, a plaintiff in the same action, and two daughters, 
E. M. E. Blyth, a plaintiff, and J. C. E. Blyth, the wife of C. H. Morgan, 
a defendant in the same action. Two of the trustees died before 1882, H. 
G. Gordon, the last of the three, dying on June 7, 1883. The trust funds 
had been invested in Consols, and afterwards ly on mortgage, which 
was paid off in 1883, the money being received by Messrs. Fladgate, Smith, 
& Fladgate, a firm of solicitors, by direction of Gordon, and invested in 
Exchequer Bills, which were deposited with Messrs. Drummond, their 
bankers, in the name of the firm. In October, 1883, P. T. Blyth brought 
under the notice of H. W. Smith, the partner of the firm of solicitors who 
managed the trust affairs, a mo security for £11,000. Smith had 
the property surveyed by a competent valuer, who reported in October, 1883, 
in writing, that the property, a building estate at Bowes Park, was insuffi- 
cient in value, and not fully satisfactory in character. The matter was 
gone into by Smith, who pronounced against the security on three 
grounds—(1) the depressed state of the property, (2) the large ground- 
rents, @) insufficiency of value. The matter was reconsidered, and Smith, 
as he admitted in Blyth v. Smith, changed his opinion on the ground, 
though upon no new facts, that the valuer had taken too gloomy a view of 
the situation. On the 13th of March, 1884, the mo was executed 
to Smith, Blyth, and Morgan (who were not formally appointed trustees till 
April, 1884), and the proceeds of the trust funds, £11,000, were transferred 
in the ledger of Fladgate & Co. to the mortgagor’s credit, this sum, except 
rome £19, being applied i in paying off a charge, in costs, and in paying 
£250 for one year’s interest to Mrs. be bras the residue being paid to the 
mortgagor. The security proved insufficient. As a result of the judgment 
in Blyth v. Smith some payments on account of interest to Mrs. Blyth were 
made and a portion of the propert ny sold, but nothing else was done. On 
the Ist of May, 1884, the partnership between Smith he Messrs. Fladgate 
was dissolved. On the 12th of September, 1888, W. M. Fladgate, the 
senior partner, died, leayng W. F. Fladgate and H. L. and M. F. 
Fladgate his legal personal representatives. Of the three present actions, 
Blyth v. Fladgate was commenced on February 23, 1889, by Mrs. Blyth 
and her children against W. F. Fladgate, H. L. and M. F. Fladgate, and 
the three trustees, claiming the sum of £9, ay 5s. against W. F. Fladgate 
and the estate of W. M. Fladgate, deceased; the second, Morgan v. Blyth, 
was brought on November 9, 1889, by C. H. Morgan, one of the trustees, 
against P. W. Blyth, W. F. Fladgate, and Smith, claiming as trustee that 
Fladgate and Smith were jointly and severally liable for the £9,658 5s., and 
an indemnity, and also in his personal capacity an indemnit: 
for negligence, and to be recouped out of the share of P. W. high and and 
the third, Smith v, Blyth, was brought by Smith against P, W. Blyth for 





qeteinatinens ety SEEN against Smith and his former partners 


negligence 
Srieiine, J., held that it lay with the ats eee 
ion of the funds, with notice of the trusts, to discharge ves 
by shewing that such ‘funds were duly 
trusts. The trustees, though formally’ aed after the execution of 
the mortgage, must be treated on the e as having sanctioned the 
application of the trust funds, but that sanction or direction would not 
avail the firm of solicitors if they had knowledge or notice that the in- 
vestment was one which could not properly be made by duly-constituted 
age The other partners in the firm were affected by notice through 
mith, who was acting within his authority, that the security was not of 
ible character, and were consequently implicated, and that liability was 
2 iste ond several one : (Wilson v. Moore, 1 Myl. & K. 126, 337), and the 
principle that the past j ply to against Smith operated as a discharge of 
the liability would not apply toa case of a judgment recovered against 
one of several joint an + let debtors: Lechmere v. Fletcher (1 C. & M. 
623, 3 Tyr. 450) and King v. Hoare (13M. & W. 494). The defendants 
claimed the benefit of the Trustee Act, 1888, s. 4, but that defence was 
of no avail, because the Prmcing Beg cin a class attended with hazard 
(Learoyd v. Whiteley, 1 hes gs Cas. 727) and of an uncertain future. In 
Blyth v. Smith Smith admitted it was not a desirable security for 
trustees. The firm had not discharged itself of its liability, and there 
would be an order in the first action that W. F. Fladgate and W. M. 
ite’s estate were severally liable to make good the loss occasioned 
by the investment ; no order as to costs. In Morgan v. —_ the second 
action, the principal question was whether the relation of solicitor and 
client subsisted between the firm and Morgan. An express retainer was 
not necessary (Bean v. Wade, 2 Times L. R. ist), peer it appeared 
from the evidence that the firm had been retained to act as solicitors for 
Morgan and his co-moi Smith, and through him W. F. Flad- 
gate, were liable for negligence in having failed to call Morgan’s atten- 
tion to the rules laid down for the guidance of trustees, and there must 
be an inquiry as to damages. As to the other relief, Messrs. Fladgate, 
having paid the fund to the m r by direction of the trustees, could 
not be called upon to replace it, but Morgan would have ~~ to apply 
in Blyth v. Smith as to contribution between him and P ‘Blyth. 
the third action, the plaintiff Smith, having been guilty a. negligence as 
solicitor to P. W. Blyth, could not “claim from him any contribution in 
respect of the liabilities imposed by the judgment in Blyth v. Smith, the 
original action, and further similar relief must be given to P. W. Bl 
as been afforded to Morgan. It should be observed that P. W. 
Blyth sought relief by the counter-claim against W. M. Fladgate’s 
estate as well as against Smith and W. F. Fladgate; this claim arose 
ex contractu, and was founded upon a joint contract of partners, not joint 
and several, and therefore if an action at law had been brought, Smith 
and W. F. Fladgate would have been the proper defendants. From 
Kendall v. Hamilton (28 W. R. 99, 4 App. Cas. 504), Re Hodgson, Beckett 
v. Ramsdale (34 W. R. 127, 31 Ch. D. 177), it appeared that in equity a 
creditor of the firm had a remedy against the estate of a deceased partner, 
and this remedy was actually a in Sa v. Goodwin (24 W. R. 
493, 1 Ch. D. 351), arising out of a breach of duty on the part of a firm of 
solicitors. The legal representatives of W. M. Fladgate were, there- 
fore, properly made parties to the counter-claim, and his estate was liable 
for the amount of damages which might be found due to P. W. Blyth. 
The action of Smith v. Blyth would be eg with costs, and on the 
counter-claim there would be an inquiry as to damages as in Morgan v. 
Blyth, and an order for payment the amount, when ascertained, by 
Smith, W. F. Fladgate, and the executors of W. M. Fladgate, by whom 
also the costs of the counter-claim must be paid.—Cocnsst, Graham 
ne and R. C. Dobbs; M. C. mya sen te Q.C., and G. Far- 
well; H. A. Giffard, Q.C., and A. Cass ; Phipson Beale » oc. and L. 
Jenkine Souticrrors, Upton, Atkey, $ Upton ; Farebrother _W. Smith ; 
Le Brasseur § Oakley. 


BURTON v. DODD—Stirling, J., 7th November. 


Discoverny—Privi_see—Action ror Spsciric PsrrormMance—CoMPRoMISE 
or aN Actron—Brit or Costs. 


In this action for specific performance of an agreement for the com- 
promise of an action, the defendant, Miss Dodd, raised the defence that 
agreement should a be , catered, Beeman she had no — t 

vice in m it. very (among ) 
of a bill prom fe e this matter delivered to the defendant ‘by the 
firm of solicitors, Messrs. Cave & Co., at the time the compromise was 
entered into. The defendant claimed Hae for this document. 

Srrmaurme, J., held that, while a bill of general rule 
privileged, the nature of the issue raised in 
solicitor’s advice as to the making of the 
sidered privileged. There certainly i 
which would be revelant to the issue in this case, and ought to be seen b 
plaintiff, while any other items which did not could be 
sealed up.—CovunssL, Graham Hastings, Q.C., 
_—_ Q.C., and Madligan. Soxrcrrors, Weall $ Barker ; 
Walker. 


SOLICITOR ORDERED TO BE SUSPENDED FROM PRACTICE 
(WITH LEAVE TO APPLY TO BE REINSTATED AT THE 
BND OF ONE YEAR). 


Oct. 31.—Samvs. Grones Gruner (Nottingham). 


SOLICITOR ORDERED TO RE SUSPENDED FROM PRACTICE 
FOR TWO YEARS. 


Nov. 1.—Wiuturam Epwarp Siuwons (Birmingham). 


applied in accordance with the 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 
SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, 
the 12th inst., Mr. Sidney Smithin the chair. The other directors present 
were—Messrs. W. B. Brook, H. Morten Cotton, G. Burrow Gregory, 
Samuel Harris (Leicester), John Hunter, F. H. Janson, J. H. Kays, Grin- 
ham Keen, F. P. Morrell (Oxford), R. Pennington, Henry Roscoe, R. W. 
Tweedie, Frederic T. Woolbert, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of 
£643 was distributed in grants of relief, twenty-three new members were 
admitted to the association, and other general business was transacted. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Preliminary Examination held on the 22nd and 23rd of 
October, 1890 :— . 


Barber, Harry Linton, Ernest Knox 
Beevor, Henry Long, James 

Bell, John Robson Lord, John 

Berry, Edward Thornton Monckton, Charles 

Blake, John Bale Morgan, Frederick Stuart 
Bolton, George Morris, John Richardson 


Bowen, Lawrence Mullings, Richard John 
Brandt, Hugh Bernard Murdoch, Robert Matthew Thorns 
Brook-Greaves, John ‘Thomas RichardPaterson, George Charles 


Bullen, John Fairhurst Patey, Charles 

Bury, Robert : Perkins, Harold Tindal 
Calcott, Percy Berkeley Petch, Joseph 

Chase Westbrooke Phillips, Henry 


Chubb, Harry Percy 
Cooke, Douglas Edwin 
Davies, Henry Charles 
Dawson, Maurice John 
Durrance, Walter 


Porter, Arthur 

Reade, Albert William 
Richardson, Frank Arthur Cecil 
Shaw, Reginald 

Shuttleworth, Edwin 


Edgell, William Henry Sills, Frederick Caldwell 
Evans, Hugh John Howell Stevens, Sherard Augustus 
Fox, Raymond Wodehouse Storey, Frank Dakers 
Freer, William Strange, Herbert Kendall 


Greenwood, Charles Percival 
Hayward, Albert Harris 


Stroud, Herbert 
Surtees, William 


Herbert, Thomas Loynes Swinhoe, Edwin Percy 
Hodges, Thomas Rouse Thomas, Thomas 

Holmes, John Albert Thomas, William Arthur 
Hubbard, Austin Gardner Thompson, Frederick Charles 
. Jackson, Charles Nevill Travers, Arthur Frederick 
Jackson, Wilfred Wickham, Alfred 

James, Edward Ernest Williams, Arthur John 


Jones, William Everard Tyldesley Wills, John 

Jupp, Charles Stedman Wilson, Frederick 
Kharaghatt, Merwanjee Ruttonjee Winckworth, Douglas Powell 
Lawson, Edmund Young, Reginald 

Lewis, Fred Gustave 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Micuartmas Examination, 1890. 


(GeneraL Examination or Srvupents or Tue Inns or Covrrt, held at 
Lincoln’s-inn Hall, 14th, 15th, 16th, and 17th of October, 1890. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded to the following students 
certificates that they have satisfactorily passed a public examination :— 
William Mitchell Acworth, George Boyce Allen, William Cecil Bernard, 
Samuel Constantine Burke, Francis Russell Burrow, Loftus Henry Kendal 
Bushe-Fox, Hamlet Edward Clark, Edward de Lisle Collinson, Charles 
Sibbald Cutrie, Charles Brook Dobson, Thomas Percy Draper, Percy 
Bagnall Evans, Julian Charles Gaisford, Walter Samuel Glynn, George 

_ Herbert Gunner, George Robert Harris, Thomas Edmett Haydon, John 
David McClure, Herbert Frederick Mayes, Sidney Arthur Thompson, 
William George Torr, and Gerald Yeo, of the Inner Temple; Percy 
Edwards Baldwin, Martin Joseph Camacho, Fateh Chand, Kaikhosro 
Edalji Ghamat, Robert Sidney Giles, Charles Edward Hecht, Yasushi 
Hijikata, Edwin Allen Howard, Richard Willett Hurst, Arthur Bracy 
, Philip Le Maistre, Peter Horace Martyr, Shiavax Rustomji 
Master, Pestanji Jamasji Padshah, Percy Mackenzie Skinner, Harry 
Craufuird , Richard Whitbourn Turner, Henry Walter Verdon, 
and Hubert Bayley Drysdale Woodcock, of the Middle Temple; Mohamad 
Ahmad, e k Beechey, Jonathan Bucknill, John Michel Jackson, 
Oruganti Sivarama Krishnamma, Roger Bernard Lawrence, Benjamin 
Plunkett Lentaigne, Frederick Herbert Maugham, Thomas Kirkpatrick 
Nuttall, and Sirdar Gurcharn Singh, of Lincoln’s-inn ; and Owen Cook, 
Bernard O’Connor, Thomas Probert Perks, and Daniel Thomas Tudor, of 
Gray’s-inn, Esqs. 
The following students sed a satisfactory examination in Roman law: 
Robertson Hay Blackwell, Albert Blakelock, Henry Soper Cox, 


Norman Carlyle Craig, Andrew Constant Fairbairn, Malcolm George 
Fleming, James Alexander Fraser, Reginald George Gallop, Philip Joseph 





Gutterez Henriques, Alan Frederick Hogg, John Henson Infield, Edward 
Jackson, Daniel Logan, Louis Norbert Joseph Julius Tallien Angier 
McVane, Arthur Adair Masey, Thomas Cecil Pakenham, Oscar Welwyn 
Rayner, Edward Tilley Slater, Enrique Solano, Mathura Prasada Srivas- 
tava, William Harold Tingey, Cecil Chaytor Trotter, and Arthur Spencer 
Wells, of the Inner Temple; Mahtabuddin Ahmad, Ali Hosan Khan, 
William Channing Arnold, Tiburce Beaugeard, Ferrar Reginald Mostyn 
Cleaver, Arthur James Comyn, Arthur John Sutherland Darwood, Peary 
Chand Dutt, Alfred Woodroofe Fletcher, William Cosens Francia, James 
Gledhill, Harkishen Lal, George Aydon Kelly, Tudor Lay, Robert 
McCleary, John Buchan Brodie McMahon, Leopold James Maxse, Bapoo- 
bhai Jadawarai Mazmoondar, John O’Connor, Frederick Ray, Edward 
John Rocke Surrage, Wilfred Jadowin Swaries, Hilton Dettinger Warner, 
and Harry Wilkins, of the Middle Temple; Thomas Anton Bertram, 
Frederick Broadbridge, Francis John Bryant, Mary Valentine Ignatius 
Chirol, Reginald Dodd, Frederick Alexander Durham, William Hebard 
Hudson, Francis Arthur Morton, Percy Wansborough Stevens, and Francis 
Arnold Hull Terrell, of Lincoln’s-inn ; and William James Murison Allan, 
Alexander Kelly Cook, Arthur Sigfrid May, Prabh Dial, George Rhodes, 
and John Christopher Shorunkeh Sawyerr, of Gray’s-inn, Esqs. 





LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES, 


Law Srupents’ Desatine Socrery.—Nov. 11—Mr. J. Cornelius Wheeler 
in the chair.—Mr. G. H. Devonshire opened the subject: ‘‘That this 
society regrets the liabilities of directors were not further extended by the 
Directors’ Liability Act, 1890.”” Mr. Ernest Todd opened in the negative. 
The following gentlemen spoke during the evening :—In the affirmative, 
Messrs. Thomas Douglas, A. W. Watson, Cuthbert Curtis, and H. Foden 
Pattinson ; in the negative, Messrs. H. W. Crouchand 8. H. Bower. The 
opener having replied, the chairman put the motion to the meeting, when 
the same was carried by a majority of eight. There were twenty-seven 
members and two visitors present. 


Lrverroot Law Srvpents’ Assocration.—Nov. 10—Mr. G. Segar, bar- 
rister, in the chair.—A debate was held on the following subject for 
discussion :—‘‘ Is it desirable that actions for breach of promise of 
marriage should be abolished?’? Mr. A. ©. Thomas opened in the 
affirmative, which was also supported by Mr. Maxwell. Mr. E. W. 
Pierce opened in the negative, which was also supported by Messrs. 
Ross-Brown, Cuthbert-Smith, Wainwright, Gradwell, Bullen, Forshaw, 
Mawson, and Glover. The question was decided in the negative bya large 
majority. 

Newport (Mon).—Nov. 5—Mr. T. Baker Jones, solicitor, in the chair.— 
After a discussion on the queries, a debate took place upon moot 

int No. 10—‘‘Should an injunction have been granted in the case 
of Reinhardt v. Mentasti?’”’ (58 L. J. Ch. 787; Broder v. Saillard, 3 
De G. M. & G. 304). Mr. A. Searle opened on the affirmative, 
supported by Messrs. E. Harrison and Newton Wade. The negative 
was opened by Mr. Tapson, supported by Messrs. Digby Powell and B. 
Jacobs. On the question being put to the meeting, the affirmative was 
carried by a majority of two. A vote of thanks to the chairman brought 
the meeting to a close. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Epwry Francis Ashwortu Brices, M.A., LL.M., was accidentally 
killed on the London and North-Western Railway, near Blisworth Station, 
on the 31st ult. Mr. Briggs was the only son of Mr. Edwin Ashworth 
Briggs, of Daventry. He was born in 1854, and was educated at the 
London University and Christ’s College, Cambridge. He was called to the 
bar in November, 1878, and practised on the Midland Circuit. In 1879 
he was elected a member of the Daventry Town Council, and on the 
20th of September, 1881, he married Florence May, the second daughter 
of the late Joseph Ridsdale, of London. He was president of the North- 
ampton Congregational Union, and a member of the county council for 
Middleton Cheney. Mr. Briggs was an active member of the Eighty 
Club and National Liberal Club, and was also proprietor of the Noncon- 
Sormist and Independent. He leaves.a young wife and nine children, the 
eldest of whom is only nine years of age. 


Mr. Epwyy Jongs, barrister-at-law, of Fountain-court, Temple, died 
on Monday, the 3rd inst., at his residence, Woocote Dower House, Upper 
allington. He was the son of the late Mr. Henry Jones, of Louth, 
Ireland, and became a student of Gray’s-inn in November, 1864, obtained 
an exhibition in 1866, and was called to the bar in January, 1867, and 
ractised on the South-Eastern Circuit. He was author of a work on 
he Law of Salvage, and joint-author of Shortt & Jones’s County Court 
Acts Rules and Orders. 


Mr. Auan Kerr, barrister-at-law, died on the 29th of October last at 
Waterloo-street, Brighton. He was the son of his Excellency Thomas 
Kerr, Esq., C.M.G., Governor of the Falkland Islands. The deceased was 
educated at the Harrison College, Barbadoes, where his father was then 
judge of the Assistant Court of Appeal. He afterwards came to London, 
and matriculated at the London University in 1879, in which year he 
became a student of the Middle Temple. He was called to the bar in 
June, 1883. 


Mr. Joun Beck, the well-known Manchester solicitor (of the firm of 
Chapman, Roberts, & Beck), died recently at his residence, the Moorland, 
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Devyirahoe, Mr. Beck was born at Shrewsbury, where his father was at 
one time a banker, and was educated at the Shrewsbury Grammar School. 
He went to Manchester at an early age, and entered the office of Mr. hema 
Chapman, borough coroner, where he remained some years as manager of 
the business of the firm of Chapman & Roberts, to whom he was articled. 
He was admitted in 1868, and afterwards became a r, and practically 
the head of the firm. Mr. Beck confined almost canbaubedly to 
conveyancing, of which branch of the law he had a sound and extensive 
knowledge. Besides being a good lawyer, Mr. Beck was an ardent 
sportsman, and one of the best shots in the neighbourhood in which he 
lived. He was a member of the Manchester Incorporated Law Association 
and of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. He ic loaens a large family of 
sons and daughters, one of his sons, Mr. Frederick Beck, who was 
admitted in 1878, being a member of his father’s firm. Mr. Beck was 
buried on the 5th inst. at the Southern Cemetery, Manchester, in the 
presence of a large concourse of friends, the various societies with which 
Mr. Beck was connected being represented. The firm now consists of 
Messrs. James Wooley Roberts, Frederick Beck, and Humphrey W. 
Roberts. 


Mr. Tuomas Roserts, solicitor, of Chester, died on the 31st ult. of 
apoplexy. Mr. Roberts was born on the 31st of August, 1826. He was 
articled to Messrs. Potts & Brown, of Chester, in 1847, and was admitted 
in 1852. Immediately afterwards he entered into partnership with the 
late Mr. Ambrose Waln, clerk to the Birkenhead Commissioners, but in 
1854, on the retirement of the late Mr. Brown from the firm of Potts & 
Brown, Mr. Roberts was taken into partnership by the late Mr. Potts, 
who appainted him deputy clerk of the peace in 1860, which post he held 
until March last. On his retirement all the county ‘magistrates and the 
lord-lieutenant and chairman of quarter sessions presented him with an 
address of thanks for his long and faithful services as deputy clerk of the 
peace for Cheshire. Mr. Roberts was also clerk to the magistrates for the 
petty sessional division of Chester Castle. He was a director and for a 
time chairman of the Chester Gas Co., a director of the Queen’s Hotel Co., 
a member of the Infirmary Board, and a governor of the King’s School. 
He was a staunch Conservative and a steadfast supporter of the Church 
of England. He had an extensive knowledge of history, and particularly 
Church history, on which he was an acknowledged authority. His loss 
will be greatly felt in Chester, where he was well known and highly 


respected. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr.. Frepertck Becx, solicitor (of the firm of Chapman, Roberts, & 
Beck), of Manchester, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. 
Beck was admitted a solicitor in July, 1878. 

Mr. Wm. Cracrart Fooxs, Q.C., one of the members of the Council of 
Law Reporting 2 pepe by Gray’ s-inn, has on his retirement in accord- 
ance with the articles of association been re-appointed. 


Mr. Hersert Waicut Bett, solicitor (of the firm of R. Bell & Son), of 
West Hartlepool, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Bell 
was admitted a solicitor in November, 1883. 


Mr. Lumuzy Sarrn, Q.C., M.A., one of the members of the Council of 
Law Reporting appointed by the Inner Temple, has on his retirement in 
accordance with the articles of association been re-appointed. Mr. Smith 
was called to the bar in April, 1860. He practises on the South-Eastern 
Circuit, and is recorder of Sandwich. 

Mr. Joun Coopzt Apams, solicitor, of 42, Finsbury-circus, E.C., has 
been appointed a Commissioner for ‘Oaths.’ Mr. Adams was admitted a 
solicitor in March, 1882. 

Mr. Freperick Henry Bricut, solicitor, of Maldon, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Bright, who is a member of the firm of 
Beaumont, Son, & Bright, was admitted a solicitor in May, 1884, and is 
clerk to the justices and Commissioners of Taxes for Dengie Hundred. 

Mr. Srantey Evans, solicitor, of 20, Theobald’s-road, W.C., has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Evans was admitted a solici- 
tor in July, 1884. 

Mr. Barren Fiercuer, solicitor (of the firm of B. & A. Fletcher, also 
Fletcher & Worden), has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. 
Fletcher was admitted a solicitor in April, 1883. 

Mr. Wriuram Writs, solicitor (of the firm of Currie, Williams, & 
Williams), one of the members of the Council of Law Reporting 
appointed by the Incorporated Law Society, has on his retirement in 
accordance with the articles of association been re-appointed. 


Mr. Joun Foster Guanvinxe, solicitor, of Portsea, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Glanville was admitted a solicitor in July, 
1884, 


Mr. Frepericx Epwarp Groom, solicitor (of the firm of Child & Groom), 
of Otley and Leeds, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. 
Groom was admitted a solicitor in May, 1884. 

Mr. Reervatp Cxartes Grain, solicitor, of Burwell, Cambridgeshire, 
has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Giblin was admitted 
a solicitor in November, 1878. 

Mr. Joun Scorr Henon, solicitor, of 27, Ely ysplace, Holborn, E.C., has 
been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Heron was admitt fed a 
solicitor in March, 1884. 

Mr. Cuartes Hotcrort, solicitor (of the firm of Knocker, Knocker, & 
Holcroft), of Sevenoaks, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 
Mr. Holcroft was admitted a solicitor in February, 1884. 





Mr. Epwarp May Hn, M.A., solicitor, of 4, rycen oe 
Gray’s-inn, W.C., has been a Commissioner for 
Hill was admitted a solicitor in anuary, 1883. 


Mr. Georcze Krex, solicitor, of la, Paternoster-row, E.C., and 
Wroughton-road, Balham, 8.W., "has been appointed a Commissioner for 
the Courts of Oniario within and for the county of London, and not else- 
where. Mr. Kirk was admitted a solicitor in December, ‘1879, and isa 
commissioner for oaths. 

Mr. Arruvur Mrts, solicitor (of the firm of J. W. & A. Mills), of Hull, 
has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Mills was admitted a 
solicitor in April, 1882. 

Mr. Gzorce Mariam, jun., solicitor (of i Senet: Se. 5g 
of Oxford, has been appointed a a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Mallam 
was admitted a solicitor in May, 1883. 

Mr. Exnest Crece Martanp, solicitor, of Oldham, has been aj 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Marland was admitted a solicitor in April, 
1884. 


Mr. Epwarp Duncan Frepzricx Rymer, solicitor, of 77, Rochester-row, 
Westminster, 8S.W., has been appointed a Comissioner for Oaths. Mr. 
Rymer was admitted a solicitor in August, 1879. 


Mr. Ricuarp Rosson Ropp, jon. solicitor, of East Stonehouse, has 
been appointed a Commissioner Oaths. Mr. Rodd was admitted a 
solicitor in July, 1884, and is solicitor and clerk to the local board, 
deputy-coroner for Devon and Stoke Dameral District, solicitor to 
churchwardens and overseers of the poor of East Stonehouse, ond ouiieiens 
clerk to the guardians. 

Mr. Joun Ratru Surru, solicitor, of Leeds and Rawdon, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Smith was admitted a solicitor 
in June, 1883. 

Mr. Henry Autper Perers, solicitor (of the firm of hadeg-s J & Peters), of 
Berwick-on-Tweed, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. 
Peters was admitted a solicitor in May, 1876, and is Sect to the guar- 
dians, Rural Sanitary Authority, School Attendance and Assessment Com- 
mittees, to the borough justices, to the Norham and Islandshire justices, 
and to the Norham and Niandshire Tax Commissioners, deputy-superinten- 
dent-registrar, and sheriff. 


Mr. James Lovett Perers, solicitor, of 32, Basinghall-street, E.C., has 
been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. ‘Mr. Peters _was admitted a 
solicitor in December, 1 


Mr. these tse sen nag the firm of T. J. Smith & Son), 
of Liverpool, has been ee Mr. Smith 
was admitted a solicitor in August, 1877. 


Mr. Epwarp Tuompson Westiake, solicitor (of the firm of Robins, Son, 
& Westlake), of Southampton, has been appointed a Commissioner for 
Oaths. Mr. Westlake was admitted a solicitor in April, 1884, and is 
solicitor to the St. Mary Extra School Board. 


Mr. Cuartzes Tuomas WILkrNson, Sy ay of 24, St. Martin’s-lane, 
Cannon-street, E.C., and Croydon, has been appointed a Commissioner 
for Oaths. Mr. Wilkinson was admitted a solicitor in February, 1883. 

Mr. Henry Brower, solicitor (of the firm of Bromet & Sons), of Tad- 
caster and Leeds, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. 
Bromet was admitted a solicitor in January, 1883. 

Mr. Writ1am Gooprettow Ronson, B.A., solicitor (of the firm of H 
Westmacott, & Robson), of Newcastle-on-Tyne, has been 
Commissioner for Oaths.’ Mr. Robson was admitted a solicitor in p= by 
1884. 


Mr. Atrrep Kent, solicitor (of the firm of Alfred Kent & Son), of 
Norwich, has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
Acknowledgments of to be executed by Married Women for the 
county of Norfolk and for the city and county of Norwich. 


Mr. Sypney Gower Woops, of Gray’ s-inn, who is to be called to the bar 
on Monday next, has been appointed a District Magistrate in the Colony 
of British Honduras. 

Mr. Ernest Ecsert Bryrtu, LL.D., B.A., solicitor, of Norwich, has been 
appointed Under-sheriff for the City and County of Norwich for the 
ensuing year. Dr. E. E. Blyth was admitted a solicitor in 1878. 

*,* We stated, ante, p. 11, that Mr. Frank Johnson had been elected 
President of the Bradford Incorporated Law Society. The name should 
have been that of Mr. Hexpert J. Jerrery. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Dissoivti0n. 
Cuar es Roperts and Artuvur Freperick Moors, solicitors (Roberts & 
A. F. Moore), Birkenhead. Nov. 1. [ Gazette, Nov. 11. 


GENERAL. 


The death is announced of Mr. Justice O'Hagan, who was until lately 
the senior judge of the Land Commission. 

It is announced that as Lord Coleridge is still indisposed, Mr. Justice 
Lawrance will take his place on the Midland Circuit, and that Mr. Jus- 
tice Grantham will take the assizes on the Western Circuit (as far 
as Exeter inclusive) instead of Mr. Huddleston, > un’ but 
who hopes to be at the two last assize towns—Bristol and Winchester. 
The commission days of the first three towns on the North and South 
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Wales Circuits—Carnarvon, Ruthin, and Chester—have been altered to 
Wednesday, the 26th, and Friday, the 28th inst., and Monday, the Ist of 
December, respectively. 

A t of the St. James’s Gazette writes from Oxford :—It may 
be worth while to point out that the jurisdiction exercised by the Vice- 
Chancellor the other cay depends, in its present form, not on ancient 
usage, but on a very modern Act of Parliament, The Oxford University 
(Justices) Act, 1886. Under this Act the Vice-Chancellor and the Heads 
of Merton and Queen’s were sitting not as the Vice-Chancellor’s 
University Court, but as justices of the peace for the county of Oxford. 
Professor Holland, the Vice-Chancellor’s regular assessor in his court, was 

The Vice-Chancellor is qualified ex officio. His colleagues 

fand some “anes Heads of Houses) are in the commission of the by 

one The object is rather to avoid any formal claim of jurisdiction on 

behalf of the University; though anyone who is punctilious in such 

matters may say, if he likes, that the court so constituted is also the Vice- 
Chancellor’s Court. 


A rather amusing scene, says the Daily Telegraph, occurred in the 
Queen’s Bench Division on Tuesday, before Mr. Justice Day. The ques- 
tion at issue was raised by a lodging-house keeper against a money- 
lending company, and after the learned judge had summed up the case 
the jury were locked up for half an hour. They then returned into court 
and asked if the parties would take the verdict of eleven good men and 
true, “‘for,”’ said one of the jurors, plaintively, “‘it is no use going back, 
my lord, for this man ’’—the recalcitrant juror—‘‘is not open to reason 
or argument or anything else.”” Another of the twelve even asked for 
@ fire, as it was fearfully cold; to which the judge, with quiet satire, 
replied that he understood the rooms in the building were scientifically 
heated, and therefore they could not want a fire. The dissentient juror 
was determined meanwhile to contradict his fellows, for, just as they were 
asseverating the uselessness of being locked up with him, and that he 
would never agree till Doomsday, he declared that he did ‘agree—“ and, 
saying he would ne’er consent, consented’’—and so a unanimous verdict 
was returned for the plaintiff. 


On Tuesday the members of the Court of Appeal assembled in Court of 
Appeal No. 2 to express their esteem and affection for Lord Justice Cotton. 
Tae Master of the Rolls delivered an address in which he said :—‘‘ Lord 
Justice Cotton came to this court straight from the bar. We soon found 
that his knowledge of equity law was almost absolutely complete. Its 
principles, its practice, its details, its decisions, its application he had 
always ready. His powers of exposition and explanation were lucid in the 

degree. What invaluable assistance such powers gave to us, his 
colleagues, none of you can fail to appreciate. As a t lawyer, his 
tt virtue was accuracy. As a judge, his appreciation of law 
and facts was instantaneous, yet his theory, often pressed upon us, or some 
of us, always practised by himself, was that all counsel should be heard to 
the fullest limit of what they desired to say, not only to the extent of the 
court being certain that it hai heard all that could reasonably be urged, 
but so that the s might be satisfied that all had been said to the court 
which they desired should be brought to its attention. As a great judge, 
and justice were his predominant virtues. His knowledge, er 
ness, lucidity, and inexhaustible patience made him as great and just a 
as has ever adorned the bench.’? The Attorney-General added 

some admirable observations. 


COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rora or Reoistrars tx ATTEXDANCE Ox 





Aprgat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Romer. Curry. 
cee AT = =Mr. Pugh Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach 
.- 18 Beal Rolt Godfrey 
19 Pugh Farmer Leach 
2» Beal Rolt Godfrey 
21 Pugh Parmer Leach 
22 Beal Rolt Godfrey 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Norra. Srieiixe. Kexewicn. 
17 Mr. Clowes Mr. Lavie Mr. Pemberton 
18 Jackson Carrington Ward 
19 Clowes Lavie Pemberton 
- Jackson Carrington Ward 
21 Clowes Lavie Pemberton 
22 Jackson Carrington Ward 





THE AUTUMN ASvsIZES. 

Mrtaxp Crrcerr (Lord Coleridge, C.J.).—Aylesbury, Wednesday, Nov. 
12; gg Friday, Nov. 14; Northampton, Monday, Nov. 17; 
Monday, Nov. 24; Lincoln, Friday, Nov. 28; ‘Nottingham, 

—, ” Dec. 2: Derby, Monday, Dec. 8 ; Warwick, Friday, Dec. 12. 
reTers (Huddleston, B.) _Salisbury, Tnorsday, Nov. 13; Dorchester, 
Mendes, Nov. 17; Taunton, “Friday, Nov. 21; Bodmin, Wednesday, Nov. 
, Satarday, Nov. 29; Bristol, Friday, Dec. 5; Winchester, 


Wed , Dec. 10. 

Sourn- (Hawkins, J Cambridge, Saturday, Nov. 15; 
Norwich, Wednesday, Nov. i9; ati Wednesday, Nov. 26; Chelms- 
ford, Dec. 2; Hertford , Dec. 6; Maidstone, Wednes- 


Tuesday, 
day, Dec. 10; seg Weinestey, Dec. 7 


Oxrorp Qathew, 5.) rage Tuesday, Nov. 11; Oxford, Thursday, 
Nov. 13; Worcester, Monday, Nov. 17; Gloucester, Monday, Nov. 2A; 





Monmouth, maagy- ov 8 Nov. 29; Hereford, Wednesday, Dec. 3; Shrews- 
bury, Saturday, Dec ; Stafford, Thursday, Dec. 11. . 

NortTHEern (Cave oe Wills, ‘IJ. ).—Carlisle, Wednesday, Nov. 12; 
Lancaster, Saturday, Nov. 15; Manchester, Wednesday, Nov. 19; Liver- 


pool, Wednesday, Dec. 3. One judge only will go to the first two 
laces. 


. Nortu-Eastern (A. L. Smith and Lawrance, JJ.).—Newcastle, Tues- 
day, Nov. 25; Durham, Saturday, Nov. 29; York, Friday, Dec. 5; 
Leeds, Wednesday, Dec. 10. One judge only will go to the first three 
laces. 
. Nortx anp Sovrn Wares anp Cuester (Vaughan Williams, J.).—Car- 
narvon, Thursday, Nov. 27; Ruthin, Monday, Dec. 1; Chester, Wednes- 
day, Dec. 3; Carmarthen, Tuesday, Dec. 9; Brecon, Friday, Dec. 12; 
Swansea, Monday, Dec. 15. 
The following judges will remain in town :—Denman, J., Pollock, B., 
Stephen, J., Day, J., Grantham, J., and Charles, J. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 


a P .—Nov. 10, at 126, Portsdown mansions, the wife of Ernest William Essell, solicitor 

of a iter. 

HoweE.u.—Nov. 5, at Ethy, Lostwithiel, Cornwall, the wife of Francis Buller Howell, 
barrister-at-law, of a daughter 

Rawtpu.—Nov. 5, at Ashwood- terrace, Headingly, Leeds, the wife of Audsley Ralph, 
solicitor, of twins (boys). 

Sanxey.—Nov. 5, at 29, Upper weeiimese-gines, Kensington, the wife of Stuart Sankey, 
barrister-at-law, of a daughter 


DEATHS. 
Bercer.—Nov. 9, at Woodford, Essex, Ernest Maris Berger, M.A. Oxon., of 24, Old- 


buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, aged 33 
Bropuvurst.—Oct. 30, at Bournemouth, the Hon. Ma Brodhurst, Bengal - Ser- 
est Provinces, India, aged 61 


vice, and a puisne judge of the High Court, North- 


Dicxson.—Nov. 10, at 3, Royal-circus, —— George Dickson, advocate, Sheriff 
Substitute of Dumfries and oway, aged 67 
Hensmay.—Nov. 6, at Springhill. , Cliftonville, : Northampton, John Hensman, solicitor, 


Horruax.—Nov. 1 at Reading, suddenly, Charles Wills Hoffman, solicitor, aged 73. 

Miies.—Nov. 4, S the County Club, Leicester, Edward Miles, solicitor, aged 41 

Tipperts.—At Hartshill, Atherstone, Warwickshire, Theodore George Tippetts, solicitor, 
56. 


* 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Nov. 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luurep 1x CHANCERY. 
As-Ixtra Bootmakinc Process Co, Limrrep—Credito: 
Dee 22, to send their names and ailineenen, ent the partiedion @ 
to Henry Spain, 76, Coleman st 
Beicuton anp Sussex Union Fire Insvu oe Co, Luutrep—Creditors are required, 
on or before Dec 9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Messrs Freeman & Clark, 56, Ship-st, Brighton Stuckey & Co, Brighton, 
solors for | liquidators 
Caxemore Buve Brick Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 17, to send 
their names and , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the ‘liquida- 
tors, 123, Bishopsgate st Within Henry A. Edgar, solor for the ate oe on 
CARDIFF AND ae ASTLE STEAM Coan Co, Co, Limrrep- on or before 
5, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 1 their debts or claims, to 
Frederick Bertram Smart, 22, Queen st, Cheapside Friday, Dec 19, at 11, is Socleies 
for or adjudicating upon the debts and claims 
Fixaxciat Worip, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 15, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Lionel Henry 
Lemon, 4, King st, Cheapside. Monday, Dec 1, at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims 
Hawcey & Baipcwoop, Limirgp—Kay, J., has fixed Nov 18, at 12, at his chambers, for 
the appointment of an liquidator 
IspusTaiaL IsvestTMENT AND nee Layp ocmng®, Luoarep—Petn for winding up, 
omg eds Nov 5, directed to be heard before 2 , on Saturday, Nov 15 Dubois & 
Jo, Pancras lane, agents for Ellison & Burrows, Cam bridge, nen or petnrs 
Jott Stock Association, Limrrep—Petn for winding w up, ited Nov 6, directed to be 
pg before Chitty, J., on Saturday, Nov 15 Ashurst €o Th Throgmorton avenue, solors 
or petnr 
Norru-Westerx axp Mivtanp Distaior Avxitiarny Raiway Co, Limrep—Petn for 
winding up, presented Oct 15, be heard before Kay, J., on Saturday, Nov 15 
Carr & Son, Rood lane solors for petnrs 
Srar IxpusteiaL anp Provipent Coat Society, Limirep—Creditors are required, on 
or before Dec 12, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to William Tebbs, Kettering, N: — Wholesale Confectioner 
Sureswes Racecourse Co, Liurtep—Petn for , presented Nov 6, directed to be 
heard before Kay, J, on Saturday, Nov 15 Rawlins, teen Victoria st, wolor fo for petner 
Warrrpers Paosrectixa Syspicate, Limirep—Petn for winding up, 
directed to be heard before Kay, J, on Saturday, Nov 15 Romer, 


uired, on or before 
their debts or claims, 





ov 1, 
Copthall chbes chbrs, petner 


resented Nov 6, 


my 
Jo, Wardrobe pl, 


in person 
Waterserc Prosrectixne Syxpicatse, Liuten—Petn for wind 
directed to be heard before Kay, J, on Nov 15, at 10.80 New! 
Doctors’ for 
Witson’s Victonta-Haxson Cass, Lixireo—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 5, 
directed to be heard before Chitty, J, on Saturday, Nov 15 Gard & Co, Gresham bldgs 
solors for petner 


Usuimirev in Cuanceny. 


Newcastie, Norruumprx.asp, axp Dunnam Peamanent Beyevit Buitpine Socirty— 
Chitty, J., has, by an er, Oct 16, appointed Thomas Bowflen, 42, Mosley st, 
Newcastle upon Tyne, to be official liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Paeanes Braornens oy Lavenroot, Furxory Socimry, 16, Cazneau st, Liverpool 

yet 31 

Usirantas Sick asp Bumsat Society, Unitarian Chapel, Knight Hill, Church st, Padi- 
ham, sy, Lancaster Nov 3 


London Gasette.—Tunsvay, Nov. 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limiren ts Cuanceny. 
Avsey axv Bartow, Liniren—Petn for winding up, peosented Nov 8, directed to be 
aw Fe ob Kay, J.,0n Saturday, Nov 22 Saxel Faulkner, Ironmonger lane, 
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Artistic Stationery Co, ge 7 Rape eae 
and addresses, and 


their names . tho paitigulons of debts or claims, to Mr. Sydney 
Myer, and Mr. —— Greby Hetherington, 38, Hoesen. Myer, New 
Bridge-st, lor for liqui Ts 

Dersy Puorocrapaic Dry Piate Co, Linrrep—Creditors on or before Dec 
16, to send their names and addresses, and the pertiulars of tha and claims to 8. 


LS kaveoamen Oe y 
ARINE INSURANCE een ee for winding up, presented Nov 7 
be heard before Stirling, J.,on Nov 22 Gibbs & Co, Gracechurch-street, solors 


for petnrs 

Evrexa Rerricrratine Co, Liurrep—Chitty, J., an order dated Oct appointed 
James Howard Hays, 11, ‘Abchurch lane, to be “official Tiguidinter ” 

Hert, Mayrtor, & Co, Limrtep—Chitty, J J, has, by an aoe’ aated, Oct 24, appointed John 
Francis Clarke, 41, Coleman st, to be official liquidator 

J. D. Hickman & Co, Luoutep—North, J, has fixed Thursday, Nov 20, at 1, at his chambers, 
for the appointment of an official liqui 

Jor’s Luck axp Bon Accorp (Suesa) Gotp Miytxe Co, Liurrep—Creditors are are required, 
au Feb 14, to send their names and addresses to to Frederick William Sellick, 26, 

Kaiser Lacer Beer Brewery Co, Luntep—Stirling, J, has fixed Thursday, Nov 20, at 
12, at his chambers, for the a) intment of an official li iquidator 

Oniainat Prrrspure’ (Grass Vatitey) Gotp Mixes, Laarep—By an order made by 
North, J., dated Nov 1, it was ordered the voluntary winding up of the com- 

pany be continued Foss & Ledsam, Abchurch lane, solors for — 

hs nag Coyssotipatep Copper Mines, Lote are or 
before Dec 31, to send ther names and addresses, and nd the particular oan bts or 
claims, to William Henry Pannell, 14, Basinghall st y, Jan 21, at half past 
twelve, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Powper River Catrie Co, Limirep—Creditors are uired, on or before Jan 10, 
send their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims 
Charles Fitch Kemp, 73, Lombard st Sti & Co, Leadenhall = ors for liquidator 

STAFFORDSHIRE Gas AND COKE Co, Liuurtrep—By an order made by Kay, J., dated Nov 1, 
— that the company be wound up Hurrell & Mayo, Queen Victoria st, 

ors, in person 

Swepish anp Norweoian Rartway Car Tavst Co, Luutep—Stirling, J, has fixed Nov 
21, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official —— 

Usitep Kinopom Assurance Corporation, gel ne on or before 
Dee 15, to send their names and addresses, with particulars of their yo wea and claims, to 
ht li uidators, at the office of Messrs Wynne Baxter & Keeble, 9, Laurence Pountney 


‘annon st 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


= fae Fatznpty Union Society, Frighted Horse Inn, Handsworth, Stafford 

ov 6 

Suerrietp Squaproy or THE First West Yorx Yeomanry Cavatry Funerat Society, 
Bell , Sheffield Nov 5 

Srar Frienpiy Society, Star Inn, Faversham, Kent Nov 6 


Eppystoxe 
directed to 











CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette-—Turspay, Nov. 4 

Bentiey, Jouy, Chapel en le Frith, Derby, Gent. Dec 12. Bellis v Bentley, Registrar, 
Manchester. vy; Manchester 

Hitt, Henry, Brownswood road, South Hornsey, Gent. Dec 1. Hill v Hill, North, J. 
Hill, Queen Victoria st 

Hinp.e, JAMES, Fane rom Gent. Dec 4. In re James Hindle, Registrar, Manchester. 
Lambert, Manchester 


ieee, Sera by Southport. Dec 4. Irving v Irving, Registrar, Manchester. 
jurton, ester 
Jammie, GzorcE Jasez, Churwell, gn Assistant. Dec 2. Jackson v 


nr Leeds, 
, Stirling, J. Seatcherd 4 & Hopkins, Leeds 
Laxce, Axoxtixay Bournemouth, Nov 29. Sharp v Rebbeck, Kay, J. Druitt, jun, 


emou' 
Mep ey, Artuur Lionrt, Th eaten : eeamee Dev 1. Medley vy Owen, Chi 
mF dy) MR ere apts 
ESSENGER, JOHN ILLIAM uy Vv 

Firth, Chancery lane’ 


‘Wooprorre, Wii.1aM, East Leake, Nottingham, Gent. Dec 5. Shepherd vy Woodroffe, 
North, J. Clifford, Loughborough 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Nov. 7. 
Beran, Joux, Barrow upon Soar, Leicester, Baker. Dec 3. Wale vy Bradshaw, Chitty, 


& Co, ughborough 

mes Sain, Low Lkwerte York, Cattle Dealer. Dec 18. Fare v Jacob, North, 

Clarke, Preston 

aes Ricuarp Atrrep, Hunsworth, York, Manufacturer. Dee 3. Taylor v Taylor, 
North, J. Cadman, 


Tver, Ropert Tuomas, ‘Wiveliscombe, Somerset. Dec 2. Godfrey vy Bruce, North, J. 
Pearse, Wiveliscombe 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP 35. 
Last Day or Cham. 
London Gasette.—Fnipay, Nov. 7. 
Baayzs, Epwarp, Southampton, Cabinet Maker. Dec 10. Hallett, Southampton 
Benwnocn, Francis, Tavistock sq, Gent. Dec 12. Davidson & Morriss, Queen Victoria st 
Brap.ey, Wutsas Pratt, Broxton, Sutton, Maddock, Salop. Esq. Dec 20. Potts & 
Cannanvor, Right Hon Hrxry Howakpv Motyyevx, Earl of, Portman sq. DeeS. Frere 


*s inn fields 
Cavurenp, Ax Anni Racnet, Cornwall grins, South Kensington. Dee 9. Wing & Du Cane, 


CLARKE, my ty Watford, Herts, Gent. Dec 15. Woodbridge & Sons, Uxbridge 
Contunaipes, Aqamannen, Fretherne, Glos, Esq. Dee 10. Fooks & Co, Carey st, Lin- 


Conese, o. Daapalty Coxlodge, Northumberland, Deo 10. Stobo & Livingston, Newcastle- 


Dassen? Seam, Brighton, Gent. Jan 1, Rexworthy, Cheapside 
Deanr, Jony Ricnarp, Derryhill, Wilts, Farmer. Dee 11, Wood & Awdry, Chippenham 
Deion, ey Carlton, Rothwell, Yorks, formerly Rope Manufacturer. Dee 18. 


‘ennant . 
Dunx, pd Seacks, Inglewood, nr Hungerford, Berks. Deo 15. Tomlin & Son, 


Dunne, Paut, Manchester, Game Dealer, Dec 9. Richardson, Son, & Cook, Manchester 
Rowsgee, Jous, Fesbeidge Wells, retired Builder, Deo S31. Pearless & Beeching, 


Epwanps, Sanan, Kingsland, Herefordshire, Deo 4, Lloyd & Son, Leominster 


Fisu, Joux, Southport, retired Cotton Spinner, Deo 6, Wellsby & Smallshaw, Southport 


Fonsrer, ye Newoastle on Tyne, Chemist, Novy 26. Chartres & Youll, New- 
le ° 











Frencu, Dr. James, M.R.C.P., Cheltenham. Dec 20. Stricks & Bellingham, Swansea 
Fuxpa, Leoro.p, Bradford, Merchant. Dec 12. Gordon & Co., Bradford 
Harpcastie, Francis Sxow, Killinghall, Yorks, Farmer. Jan 1. Kirby & Son, 


Jackson, Jonnx, Manningham, Bradford, Tailor. Dec 12. Freeman, Bradford 

Kyyverr, Fevrx, Esq., Watford, Herts. Dec 17. Satechell & Chapell, Queen st, Cheapside 

Lankester, Mary, Wribberhall, Kidderminster, Dec1. Hemingway & Son, Bewdley 

Mappew, Isase.xa, Stonefield terrace, Leeds. Dec17. Wigin, Leeds 

Maysrtox, Josuvua, Bracondale, Norwich, Gent Dec1. Miller & Co, Norwich 

McGaicor, Sir Cuartes Roperick, Bart, Charles st, St James’s, Army Agent. Dec 31. 
Ni Lancaster pl, Strand 

Ovex, Rosen, Solihull, Warwick, Gent. Dec 17. Pointon, Birmingham 

Parsons, Dororny, Mansfield, Notts. Dec 31. Maltby, Mansfield 

Parsons, Rev Joux, Mansfield, Notts, Clerk. Dee 31. Maltby, Mansfield 

Pryor, Cuartes Hartiey, Bath, Gent. Jani. Stone & Co, Bath 

Saps, Fagus, Sete gers, Hackney. Nov 30. Ellis & Co, College hill chmbrs, College 

Surp.ey, Caroiine, Grasmere, Westmrid. Dec 20. Gatey, Ambleside 

Starr, Epwarp Georce, Worthing, Sussex, Gent. Dee 18. Greening, Fenchurch st 

Srevens, W11114m, Ipswich, Gent. Dec 28. Jackaman & Sons, Ipswich 

SwrrHenBank, Joun Swarxe, Bradford, Tailor. Dec12. Freeman, Bradford 

Tasot, Epwarp FirzRoy, Upper Berkeley st Dec 31. Coulthurst & Van Sommer, New 


TEMPLE, warp WitTHeRINGToN Joszrn, Southend, Stock Dealer. Dee 8. Wright, 
Victoria st, Westminster 
Tuom, Joux, Newcastle upon Tyne, Brewer, Nov 28. Stanford, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Weaver, Mary, Southampton st, Camberwell. Jani. King, Chancery lane 
Waerg, Jonge Puen, Church Stretton, Salop, Gent. Dec 31. Saxton & Son, Queen 
ictoria st 


Winerseros, Joun Rosert, Studley rd, Clapham, Gent. Dec 6. Birt & Follett, Townhall 
chm! Southwark 


Wiusox, Joux Witiiam, Croydon, Surrey. Dee 31. Drummond & Co, Croydon 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Nov. 11. 
a pomenenS Srerpnenx, Manchester, Clerk of the Peace. DecS. Austin & Austin, 


ld Broad st 


teen oo Wekeneha, Wine Merchant. Dec 31. Mander & Co, Wakefield 
Beatriz, Joserx, Wellington, Salop, Justice of the Peace. Feb 20. Johnson & Co, Bir- 


a a ay Dee 11. Jordan & Davies, Frederick’s pl, Old 


ey Josepn, Lichfield, Gent. Dec 13. Russell, Lichfield 
Breruertoy, Wit.14m, Runshaw Hall, within Euxton, Lanes, Esq. Dec 13. Buck & Co, 


Curpezoy, Frepenicx, Bristol, Officer in H M’s Customs Dec 20. Clifton & Co, Bristol 

Coutpicutt, Epwarp ALBert, Grazeley, Berks, Farmer. Dec 25. H & C Collins, Reading 

Fraykix, Axx, Alcester, Warwick. Dec 10. Assinder, Birmingham 

Gopparp, Tuomas, Boulogne-sur-Mer, France, Gent. Dec 17. Powning, Salisbury 

GreensaLt, Groner, Erdington, Warwick, Gent. Dec 7. Westwood, Birmingham 

Heanes, Rosert, Wisbech, St. Peter, Cambs, Gent. Dec 31. Sturton, Holbeach 

Hoop, Perer, Seymour st, Portman sq, Esq. M.D. Dee 6. Dimond & Son, Wimpole st 

Sewn, Bases Jous, Brixton Hill, Surrey, Esq. Dec 15. Brundrett & Co, King’s Bench 

Janoixe, Patan, Greenfields, Holywell, Flint, Quarry Proprietor. Dec 1. Cope, Holy- 

Kewrcay, James, Leinster gins, Hyde Park, Esq. Dee 31. Scadding & Bodkin, Gordon 
st, Gordon 

Kemptay, Saat, Leinster gardens, Hyde park Dee 21. Scadding & Bodkin, Gordon st, 

Lomax, Many, “Southport. Dec 7. Balshaw & Hodgkinson, Bolton 

Manpek, Groner, Wakefield, Solicitor. Dec 31. Mander & Co, Wakefield 

Manz, Sarin, Hillsborough, near Sheffield. Dec 20. Howe, Sheffield 

Marrtinpace, Wituam, Cambridge. Deel. Bonnett, Cambridge 

Mavp, Mary Exrzasern, Picton st, Bradford. Deel. Atkinson, Bradford 

—— ~~ Sir Cuarces Ropericx, Bart., Charles st, St James's, Army Agent. Decl 

Minter, Jouy, ¥ =e. Tobacconist. Nov 30. Smith, Reigate 

Pest, Wit11am, Hollis st, Leeds. Dee 10. Milling & Compston, Leeds 

Periam, Epwarp Tuomas, Birmingham, Nut Manufacturer. Dee 25. Baden, Birmingham 

Prrrs, Samvet, Cossington, Somerset, Gent. Dee 23. Brice, Bridgewater 

Reip, Huan, Glengarry mi, East Dulwich, Gent. Dec 15. Gasquet & Metcalfe, Idol lane 

Row rysox, Cuances Purtur, Yardley, Worcester, Gent. Nov 22. Baller & Co, Bir- 

Sanpersow, Jomy, Facit, Lancs, Smallware Dealer. Nov 24. Ghest, Bacup 

Suarxky, Tomas, Waterloo, Lancs, Wine Merchant. Dee 20. James & Smith, Liverpoo 

Suaw, Atcax, Manchester, Merchant. Dee 31. Walley, Manchester 

Stursox, Grores, Heworth, Yorks, Joiner. Dec 24. Wood & Co, York 

Sarru, Anne, Newcastle on Tyne. Nov 17. Clayton & Gibson, Newoastle on Tyne 

Twomsox, Exwa Exizanrru, Bedford. Dee 18. Greenfield & Cracknall, Lancoster pi, 

Chane, Seen, Great Chesterford, Artesian Well Engineer. Dee 3i. Rumney, Basing- 

Watroy, aE Springfield, Manchester. Dee 27. Lowdnes, Manchester 

Wensrer, Eowarp Attex, Edgbaston, nr Birmingham, Letter Balance Maker. Dee 25. 

Weep Basar Axvr, Colville gins, Bayswater. Dee 15. Gasquet & Metoalie, 


Weegee. Mary Carouts, Richmond, Surrey. Dee 15. Quality ot, Warner, Chancery 





— 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, Nov. 7. 
Bie ge iat ORDERS. 
rd, Maida Vale, Builder 


» Machinist Salford Pet 


base i ae, 8 and Hexrix Woe rr, Gloucester, 
General Merchants Gloucester Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 5 
i ~ Howarp Hamrpey, Coventry, Auctioneer Coventry 
Pet Oct 23 Ord Nov 3 
a, See Carlisle, Grocer Carlisle Pet Nov3 Ord 
‘ov 3 


CaNNELL, ose, Lower rd, Deptford, Butcher Hi 
c pong Sey on ovi ri - eet 
‘ASTLE, JoHN ALFRED, Folkestone, Carpenter Cant 
Pet Nov 4 “Ond Nov 4 id 
oS x A., Aldwinckle, Northamptonshire, 
Dealer Northampton Pet Oct 14 Ord Nov 4 
NS ee Bialbrad Cheshire, Surgeon Ashton 
Peds ay oe Pet Nov 1 pe Song 
arne, Drapers High Court 
ng “many Onl Now 2 ee r 
Crorts, Joux Owes, tland, Journeyman Butcher 
Pet Nov 5 Ord Nov 5 
Cuuurxerorp, Exizanetu, West Cowes, Tobacconist New- 
Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 5 
le, Commission t 
Oct 9 "Ont Sov — 
Daneve, Joszen, Roman 
Brentford 


Huser, Strath —, upon Avon, Baker Warwick 

‘ov N 

, James, and othe Mrise, Liverpool, Commission 
Agents Liverpool Nov3 Ord Nov3 

Gooprsiiow, Joux, Portsmouth, Umbrella Maker Ports- 
mouth Pet Nov5 Ord Nov5 

a! mae Exeter, Builder Exeter Pet Nov 3 

Har, Srrarrozp Mozetsox Caxxrxc, Cambridge, retired 

of Bombay Staff Corps Cambridge Pet Nov 5 


Nov 5 
Joux Mastrermax, Sheffield, Licensed 


Vietualler Sheffield Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 
Joxzs, Joux, Ladywood, Birmingham, Builder Birming- 
ord, Machine Maker Bradford 


jon. Be Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 3 
oe ae Se on Hanley, Staffs, Cement Manufacturer 

Oct 10 Ord Nov 4 
Mar, Jom, Bath, Pork Butcher Bath Pet Nov 3 Ord 
Oca el Jous, Staffs, Commission Azent 


Hanley, 
Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 4 
Lines, Baker Gt Grimsby Pet 


Tees Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 
Nosiz, T Harst, nr Selby, late Commission 
Agent W: Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 
Ourvee, Peascts and Jaues Hexer Otiver, 


Leeds, Painter Leeds ‘Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 3 
Recuazp Postrzz, Holloway ri, Upper Holloway, 
High Court Pet Nov 5 Ord Nov 5 
Prruas, Wittiaxn Groncz, Bristol, Cabdriver 
Bristol Pet Nov 3 _Ond Nov 3 
wee... if James tmiuam, Kingston Hall, 
Skipper nap rg oe Pet Nov 5 Ord Nov5 
Rocers, Josern James, Havant, Hants, Coal Merchant 
Portsmouth Pet Nové Ord Nov é 
ee See, pba whe Exeter Pet Oct 


i" 


i 
4 


a8, Bedford, Licensed Victualler’s Assistant 

Bedford Pet Nov 4. Ord Now 5 

Sevrrex, Srewsat Seuxcez, Fun Barrel Mannu- 
facturer Stourbridge Pet (xt 2) Oot Nova 

Sensscuas, Faeepexex, and Wiiiisx Joux Lisnwas, 
Newrastie on + ane Neweastle on Tyne 

7 Pet Nor 3 ‘Ona : - 

reaian, Excex, aed ties, Widow, Leicester Pet 
ag Ord Nar 4 

Prome, Somerset, Saddler Frome Pt 

"On Zs Ord Nav 5 

Wwuusy, Wuisx Uexer. Tivoli. € 
Attemfamce Offecr Cheltenham 


; 


e Ly School 
Pet Nov 4 


4 
Ww tous, Beiminester, Bristol, Mill Sawyer Bristol 
"Pet Now 5 Ord Nor 5 na 
Yateasn, Samcex Rovert, Bristol, Chandler Bristol Pet 
Mor3 Ord Movs 


FIE#ST MEETINGS. 
Joiner Mov 2) at 1 tA, Michclan x, 





Ord | 


Asruest, Acecer Vowsss, Eastwooi, ar Tolmorden, | 
Exchange Ho 


Bornley 
Betowwn, Bows Exes, Gmail Heath, Pirmingham, 
— Mov@eatil 2%, Colmore row, Bir- 


aL Howden, ¥. Sdicites Nov 15 at 
P33 bay "my Wire Hemse lane, 
and Caneian Pon ag Winchester, (cal 


Beceem, Aus, Bor 1% at 2 Of Ke, 4, Rast, st, Gorath 


ii 8 hee. worm, Lewtie if 
Rewer, Howsen Haexrves, renters. Anctugmess aor iz 
ai Of , Martiond t, Coventry 


) May, Jons, 


Mesnowceort, Jous, 


37, 
ig Whee hae tee en "| Maes 
Gusene Mow 11 at 2 12, Lome | Newonsn, Gronet, 
Pa Movs Ord 





Buttock, T. W. W., Lavender hill, Surrey, Gent Nov 17 
atll 24, Railway 7s London ridge 

Cornwett & Co., late of Eastbourne, Drapers Nov 18 at 1 

st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Davis, Wiiia Epwarp, Stonesfield, Oxon, Farmer Nov 
18at 3 1, St Aldate’s, ‘ord 

Forster, James, and Saee Forster, Whitehaven, 
Butchers Novidat2 67, e-street, Whitehaven 

Goopre.iow, Jouy, Portsmouth, Umbrella Maker Nov 17 
at 3.30 Off Ree, Cambri Junction, Portsmouth 

Greaves, Samvet, eath, Wores, late Licensed 
Victualler Nov 25 at 2.30 25, Colmore-row, Birming- 


ham 
oo _e Joyes, and James Frepericx Nevi.ie, 
board Box — 


ae Nov 20 at 
8 5 Od Tae Ree, 35, Victoria-street, Li E 


Harper, Tuomas, Scarborough, Cabinet 
11 Off Rec, 74, Newborough-street, 

HarTswELt, Ricuarp, Exeter, der Nov 17 at 11 Off 
Ree, vemeeg ee gt 

Jacques, Roserr, — junderland, Builder Nov 14 at 
3 Off Rec, 25, Jol hn-street, Sunderland 

JAMIESON, Rosert, Great Tower-street, Commission nt 
Nov 18 at 2.30 33, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn-fiel 

Leatuiey, Witt1am, Masham, Yorks, Tailor Nov 17 at 
12 € ‘ourt-house, Northallerton 

mer 5 James, Leeds, Potato Merchant Nov 17 at 12 


Ree, 22, Park-row, Leeds 
May, Jons, Bath, Pork. Butcher Nov 25 at 3.30 Off Rec, 
Bank chm 


brs, Bristol 

Meptes, Morracvs, Plumstead, Kent, Jeweller Nov 14 at 
11 24, Railway o> London bridge 

Moors, Haragrerre, Carnarvonshire, Mineral 
Water Manufacturer Nov 1: 14 at 2.30 Off Rec, Chester 

Owens, Jous, Aberaman, Aberdare, Glam, Underground 
Roadman Novi7at3 Off Ree, ‘Merthyr Tydfil 

Payne, Cuarzes, Church st, Camberwell, Bootmaker Nov 
18 at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Prruay, Witt1am Georeer, Clifton, Bristol, Cabdriver Nov 
2 ati Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 

Ricuarps, Revpey, Stapleton, Glos, Gardener Nov 25 at 12 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 

ritish Sports Outfitter 


Ricuarpsox, Joux, Nottingham, Bi 
_— 17 at12 Off Ree, St Peter’s Church walk, Notting- 


am 

Rostysox, Samvet Rosert, Glossop, Derbyshire, Painter 
Novy 20 at 1.35 Townhall, Ashton under Lyne 

Ressexy, James, Exeter, Fish Merchant Nov 17 at 11.30 
Off Ree, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Savace, Arraur WI LtiAM, High st, a. an Grocer 
Nov 19ati2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Lin 

Scowsy, Mary Extzasertu, Wakefield, Mate y Innkeé¢per 
Nov l4ati1l Off Ree, Bond terr, Wakefield 

Scrvrox, THomas, Halifax, Plumber Nov 17 at 11 Off 


1 
er Nov 14 at 
‘boro’ 


ifax 

Srrivemayxs, Feeperice, and Wittiam Jousx Lisumay, 
Neweastle on Tyne, Merchants Nov 18 at 2.30 Off 
Ree, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

Srorr, Joux, Thirsk, Yorks, Grocer Novi17 at12 Court 
house, Northallerton 

Tuompsos, Hexey, Phenix pl bag inn rd, Electrical 
Case Maker Nov 17 at Bankruptcy blidngs, 
Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn clas 

Trscier, Exrex, Cossington, Leics, Widow Nov 17 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 

VaRLey, See HARD, ng Gent Nov 17 at 12 Off Rec, 

vilion bidngs, B: 
Wass, Joux Ropert, briny 1 Cook Nov 17 at 12 Bank- 
ptcy bldngs, Portugal st, pg be inn fields 

Ware’ Wriuim, Hinckley, Leics, Boot Manufacturer 
Nov 14 at 12.30 Off Rec, 3, Friar lane, Leicester 

Yattasp, Saucet Roeerr, Bristol, Chandler Nov 25 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Astvarcer, Rarnart, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet Oct 27 
Ord Oct 31 

Bessox, Wittram, Manchester, Machinist Salford Pet 
Novi Ord Novi 

Crorts, Jonx Owes, Ryhall, Rutland, Journeyman 


Butcher Peterborough Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 5 
Ceowncest, W. N., Slough, Bucks, Licensed Victualler 
Windsor Pet Oct 15 Ord Nov1 
D’Arquiee, Exttx Coxxet, Walmer, Kent, Clerk in Holy 
Orders Canterbury Pet Sept1 Ord Nowv4 
Darovz, Josern, Roman rd, Bedford Park, Chiswick, 
Civil Engineer Brentford Pet Sept 19 Ord Nov 5 
Deas, Exsxest, and Percy Liorp Deas, Liverpool, 
Tailors Liverpool Pet April 14 Ora Oct 31 
Porsree, Jauns, and Jous Forster, ven, B 
White haven Pet Oct 22 Ord Nov3 
Pox, Wiitssm James, Ladbroke Grove rd, Notting Hill 
pememnee Agent High Court Pet Oct 31 Ord 
os 


Gareoiy, Taouas aceen Hereford, Solicitor Hereford 
Pet Oct2 Ord N 
Fishmonger Liverpool Pet 


Granan, Peres, Sinevdd, 
Ot7 Ord Novi 

Hantirox, Jauns AR and Jaues Ferornicx Nevirre. 
Liverpool, € ‘ardboard Box Manufacturers Liverpool 
Pea Oct & Ord Nov 4 

Harewert, Ricnazw, Exeter, Builder Exeter Pet Nov 3 
Ord Nov % 

Hucxuorr, Soameaes, Bradford, Painter Bradford Pet 
Ot Ord Nova 

Heremisxsox, Jous Masrenuax, Sheffield, Licensed Vic- 

Pet Nov4 Oct Nov 4 

J cerma, Jems, 3 i ke, Hants, Baddler Winchester 

Bs = 5 a = fy Builder Birming- 

‘oxna, Jous ywo 
ham Pea Nov3 Ord Nova 

Kath, Pork Batcher Bath Pet Nov 3 Ord 


sr ad Cotamission Agent 


Nov 


Hanley 
Va Now 4 Onda fF 


“ane hed Baker Leicester Pet 
aie Lincs, Waker Great Grimaby 





Newton, Wiixtam, Norton, Durham, Clerk Stockton-on 
Middlesborough 


Tees and Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 
Nosie, GrorGe, ree Teret, nr Selby, Yorks, late Com- 
mission Agen’ akefield Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 4 
wert —- ami, Cadishead, Lancs, Butcher Salford 

Pet Oct ov 4 
OutIver, Possess Herpert, and James Henry Oniver, 
ters Leeds Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 
PEEL, Curres Git, ton, nr Skipton, Yorks, Far- 
mer B ‘ord Pet 30 Ord Nov 3 : 
Pirway, Witu1am Gxoroe, Clifton, Bristol, Cabdriver 
Bristol Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 5 
Ricnarpson, James WILiiaM, Kingston Lego 7 Skipper 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov5 Ord Ni 


Rowsoruam, Watter, Salford, Electrical oe Sal- 
ford Pet Octi Ord Nov5 

Russet, James, Exeter, Fish Merchant Exeter Pet Oct 
23 Ord Nov5 


Scowsy, Mary Exizasetu, Wakefield, late Innkeeper 

Wakefield Pet Octi3 Ord Nov 5 

Saaw, Witiiam James, a. rd, Watchmaker High 
Court Pet 


Nov3 Ord Nov 
Suettoy, Tuomas, Bedford, Tigense Victualler’s Assistant 
Bedford Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 


SprinaMann, Freperick, and Wenuras Joun LisHMan, 

New e on e, Merchants Newcastle on Tyne 
Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 3 

Sreriinc, Georcr, Newcastle on Tyne, late Assistant 


Overseer of Elswick Newcastle on Tyne Pet Oct 4 
Ord Nov 14 

Srvart, Jony Mevtey, Lombard st High Court Pet Aug 
23 Ord Nov 4 


Ya.ianp, SAMUEL anaes Bristol, Chandler Bristol Pet 
Nov3 Ord Nov3 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 

Hopesox, Joun Joseru, Secretary’s Office, General Post 
Office, St Martin’s le Grand, Assistant Superintendent 
High Court Ree Ord h 11, 1885 Adjud April 18, 
1885 Rese and Annul Nov 1 


London Gazeite.—Tvespay, Nov. 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Apamson, Frank, Liverpool, Cabinet Maker Liverpool 
Pet Nov 6 Ord Nov 6 

Bet, Pamue Wittiam, Witton Hall Farm, nr Witton 
Gilbert, , Durham, Farmer Durham Pet Oct 27 Ord 
Nov 7 

Bessere, FrepeERricx, Bexley, Emer Auctioneer’s Clerk 
Rochester Pet Nov7 Ord Nov 

BosomwortH, Hewxry, Lo hborough, Needle Maker 
Leicester Pet Nov7 Ord Nov7 

Casapranca, Emits, Fenchurch st, Wine Merchant High 
Court Pet Nov7 Ord Nov7 

Cuamp.ey, Tuomas GRANGER, a ta gh, Saddler Scar- 
borough Pet Nov6 Ord N 

Dawser, Josern, Kingston upon , Hull, Solicitor Kingston 
upon Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 6 

Durr, James, Blyth, ae yr gag Innkeeper Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Nov7 Nov 

DuaGan, James Foraamte J Putten, Oy: ster Dealer Preston 
Pet Nov 6 Ord Nov6 

Eros, Henry Rosert, Chancery lane, Solicitor High 
Court Pet Oct 20 Ord Nov7 

Enouisn, Tuomas, Patcham, Sussex Nurseryman Brighton 


Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 6 

Faye, Hexry —— Chiselborough, Somerset, Inn-~ 
keeper Yeovil Pet Wore Ord Nov 6 

ge Gronce, Bath, Hardware Dealer Bath Pet 
Nov6 Ord Nov 6 


Foax, Wins, Cardiff, Haulier Cardiff Pet Nov5 Ord 
Nov 
ease Wusram Matcoitm, Witherington rd, Highbury, 


Builder High Court Pet Oct1 Ord Nov 6 
Gites, Lay Cambri rd, Mile End, Wholesale 
Looking Glass Manufacturer High Court Pet Nov 4 


Ord ‘Nov $ 

Geanam, LAwRence Reneee, Bury st, St James’s, Gent 
High Court Pet Oct 2 Ord Nov7 

Gairvirus, Wiriu1am, Cardiff, Tailor Cardiff 
Ord Nov 5 

Ixwax, Evwarp Frepenick, Oxford st, Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 6 

Jenxins, Joun, Senny Bridge, 7 Innkeeper Merthyr 

Tydfil Pet Nov6é Ord Nov 

Krex, Joseru Moxon, and er Joun Percy Kiex, Hali- 

ifax Pet Novs Ord Nov8 

, out of t Mane Te Pet 


~_y at, Cloth Merchant High 


Pet Nov 5 





Locks, Joux, Heddon st, 
Court Pet Nov1 Ord 

Lvuery, Hesny, Smethwick, Teta, Timber Merchant's 

West Bromwich Pet Nové Ord Nov 6 

Maywanv, Joux, Bromley, Kent, Carman Croydon Pet 
Nov4 Ord Nov4 

Mircness, Cnanies, Liverpool, Chartered Accountant 
i 901 Pet Oct 27 Ord Nov8 

Moone, Grorae Wasuixotox, jun, and Ricuarp Jupp 

Guexx, Lavender hill, Clapham Junction, Printers 
Wandsworth Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 

Moxunis, Joux, Heigham, Norwich, Tailor Norwich Pet 
Nov7 Ord Nov7 

Patuen, Jossanu, Rhy ve, Clyro, Radnor, Innkeeper 
Heretord Pet Nov 8 Ord Nov 8 

Pansoxs, Joux Srerriauv, Crewkerne, Somersct, Hotel 

Yeovil Pet Nové OrdNov 6 

yee Dudley, 
25 Ord Nov7 

Barenion, Wa; 4 Hm formerly Slipper Maker Leeds 
Pet Nov 6 Ord Nové 

Savrucner, Auruva Croven, Arley Hall, nr Wigan, no 
occupation rigs Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 6 

Tusswant, Wii.tam, Langion, Staffa, Metal Merchant 
Hanley, Burslem, Tunstall Pet Nov 6 Ord 
Nové 


Tuouvson, Tuomas, Leeda, Teacher Ixcds Vet Nov 6 
Nov 6 

Turron, Hewny + Coal Merchant Cardiff Pet 
Ot 27 Ord 


ov 


wry HANK Painter’s Foreman 
P 


tees 
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WALLACE, ra Honley, nr Huddersfield, W 
Spi ersfeld. Pet Nov6 Ord Nov6 

Watters, Atpert Henry, Lower Tooting, Boot 
Wan Pet Oct 9 Ord Nov 6 

Witrams, Epwarp, Bagillt, Flints, General Dealer 
Chester Pet Nov7 Ord Nov7 

Woottey, J. A., Old Radford, Nottingham, Miller Not- 
tingham t Oct 27 Ord Nov 7 

Youneman, Benxsamiy, Coppermill lane, Walthamstow, 
Farmer High Court Pet Nov7 Ord Nov7 

The following amended notice is substituted - that pub- 

lished in the London Gazette, Aug. 1 

Surpson, Jonny, My rid "sama Builder =~ te Pet 

June 12 Ord A 


ae MEETINGS. 
Benson, Wit11aM, Manchester, Machinist Nov 21 at3 Off 


Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Bravy, Istpor, Hatton , Dealer in Pearls Nov 25 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 


Burton, Josepn, Ruswarp, Whitby, Yorks, Innkeeper Nov 
1isati1 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

CARLING, JOHN JAMES, High Coniscli nr Darlington, late 
Beerhouse keeper Novy 18 at ll. 30 Off Rec, 8, Albert 
rd, Middlesborough 

CasTLE, Joun ‘Aieeun, Folkestone, Carpenter Nov 20 at1 
73, Sandgate rd, Folkestone 

Coorrr, Joun Niexp, Hyde, Cheshire, Surgeon Nov 20 at 
1.45 Townhall, Ashton under Lyne 

Crorts, Joun Owen, Ryhall, nutiand, Jounpeyninn Butcher 
Dec 3at12 Law ‘ourts, New rd, Peterbo: h 

CutuincrorpD, Exizaseta, West Cowes, I W, To 
Nov 19at3 Holyrood chmbrs, Ne 

Dareue, Josern, Roman rd, Bedfo Park, Chiswick, 
Civil Engineer Novi9at3 95, Temple chmbrs, Tem- 
ple avenue 

Dariine, “WittiAmM, Richmond rd, Westbourne Park, 
Timber -Merchant Novy 21 at 11 33, Carey st, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 

Dvusors, Cuartes, Ladbroke grove, Notting Hill, Fruiterer 
Nov 19at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Du vr, Jame Blyth, Northumberland, Innkeeper Nov 20 

Off Ree, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

vou . >, Herserr, Chiselborough, Somerset, Inn- 
keeper Nov 20at3 Off Rec, Salisbury 

Fietcuer, Grorer, Bath, Hardware Dealer Nov 26 at 
12.30 Off , Bank chmbrs, Bristol 

FRENKEL, JULIv 8, Minories, Importer Nov 28 at 12 
Bankruptcy po ie > Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Gipson, James, and Joun MItye, Liverpool, Commission 
a? Nov 21 at 3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 


poo! 

Hanpy, James Tuomas, Cardiff, Veterinary Surgeon 
Nov 27 at 11 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Hay, Srrarrorp Morrisox ¢ ANNING, Cambridge, retired 
Major of Bombay Staff Corps Nov18 at12 Off Rec, 
5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Hot, Jouyx Austin, Ben Rhydding, Yorks, late Cloth 
——e Nov 10 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 


Js a HERvert ine anaes, Brookville rd, Ful- 
am, no occupation ov 19 at 2.30 33, Carey 
Lincoln’s inn fields / _ 

Jowett, Kersnaw, Bradford, Machine Maker Nov 18 at 
11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Kemp, Grorar, Birmingham, Greengrocer Nov 19 at 11 
25, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Kirk, Josep Moxoy, and Henry Jonun Percy Kirk, 
Halifax, Dyers Nov 19 at 3 Off Rec, Townhall 
chmbrs, ifax 

Lea, Witiiam Sairn, Hanley, Staffs, Cement Manu- 
——— Novy 19 at 12 Off Rec, Newcastle under 


, Restaurant 
incoln’s inn 


4 


Laxman, Jos i, vate st, Fitzroy 


ov 20 at 1 33, Carey st, 
ficlds od 


Luoyp, Ricuarp, Corwen, Merioneth, Builder Nov 19 at 1 
Owen Glyndwr Hotel, Corwen 

Maw, Soromon Gervas, bheftield, Manufacturing Chemist 
Nov 19 at 10.30 Off Ree, Figtree lane, Sheffield 

Merapowcrort, Jonx, Hanley, Staffs, Commission Agent 
Nov 19 at 11.15 Off Rec, Newcastle under Lyme 

Newron, ween Norton, Durham, Clerk Nov 18 at 
11.30 Off Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesboroug! 

Nose, Gasebe Temple Hurst, nr a Yorks, late Com- 
mission Agent ov 18 at 11 ff Rec, Bond terr, 

‘a 


. Parsons, Jonn Sperriaur, Crewkerne, Somerset, Hotel 


Keeper Noy 20 at 12.45 Off Reo, Salish 

Pearson, Groner, Cheshunt, Herts, Grocer Nov 18 at3 
95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Tones Harry, Portslade, Sussex, Baker Nov 19 at 12 

ff Rec, Pavilion bldg: , Brighton 

nian ‘Weems Henry, Ewell, Surrey, Licensed Victualler 
Nov 18 at11 24, Railway approach, London Bridge 

Suarp, Epwarp, Stanford, ent, Butcher Novy 20 at 12.30 
73, Sandgate rd, Folkestone 

Suaw, WintiaM Jans, Euston rd, Watchmaker Nov 19 
at 1 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Sueruursr, Arruur Cuovan, Axle Hall, nr ine, no 
occupation Nov i8at11 16, Wood st, Bolton 

Spencer, Sipney Epaar, St John's Wood on Mer- 
chant’s Clerk Novy 21 at 2. 30 33, Carey st, Lincoln's 
inn fields 

Stites, Raymonp, King st, Hammersmith, Wheelwright 

. Sev Stye nae =< wey st, Lincoln's inn N ‘ 

romans, ¢ cw. > Sastbourne, Greengrocer Noy 18 at 11 
0 Albert rd, Middles 

Merchant Nov 


Tennant, Beet L = Longton, Staffs, Me 
24at11 Royal Hotel, Crewe 
Tuomas, Jacon, Porth, Glam, Grocer Nov 18 at3 Off Reo, 
Merthyr Tydfil 
bis a hao, Cardiff, Coal Merchant Nov a7 at 3 Off 
Queen 8 lit? 


are 
Wauna AC K, bg tt, Honley, nr Huddersfield, Worsted 
peed 20 at 8 Haigh & Son, Solicitors, ‘Now st, H 


We Ae | Frome, Soupenest Saddler Novy 9 at 845 Wuoxpiwe Ur Norte 


Bank chmbrs, Brixtol 
Wiaury, Winusan hy Tivoli, 


al re 


Cheltenham, School _ Bawxnvrrey Norrors..... 





Attendance Officer Nov 18 at 4.15 County court bldgs, 
Wirners, Joun, Bedminster, Bristol, Mill Sawyer Nov 26 
at 12° Off Ree, chmnbrs, Bristol 


Warieat, Freperick J. pepe. Carpen- 
ter Novi9atil1 33, wet 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


a ya 9 Leeds, Ironmonger Leeds Pet Oct 

6 

Baguixa, Eppa tan the he Ridgway, Enfield, Farmer 
Edmonton Pet Oct 13 


Ord Nov 6 

Benxert, Frepenicx, Bexley, Kent, Auctioneer’s Clerk 
Rochester Pet Nov7 Ord Nov7 

sicaeemiieme, Henry, Needle Maker Lei- 
cester Nov 6 Nov 7 

Canynett, Apranam, Lower rd, x, Depttend, Butcher High 
Court Pet Novi Ord Nov 

CasaBianca, Emrie, Fenchurch .. Wine Merchant High 
Court Pet Nov7 Ord Nov7 

Cornwett, Freperick, late of Eastbourne, Draper High 
Court Pet Oct 31 Ord Nov7 

Durr, James, Blyth, Northumberland, Innkeeper New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Nov7 Ord Nov7 

Dueeayn, Jans a Oyster Dealer Preston 
Pet Nov6 Ord Nov6 

a, Troms, Patch a Sussex, Nurseryman Brighton 

Fane, Henry Henoeer, enh th, Somerset, Inn- 
keeper Yeovil Bet Novo 5 ‘ov 6 

Fietcuer, GroraE, ware Dealer Bath Pet 
Nov6é Ord Nov6 

wees, © Wit.iam, Cardiff, Haulier Cardiff Pet Nov5 Ord 

5 

PBS James, and Joun Mitye, Liv 
Agents Liverpool Pet Nov3 Ord 

GoopFELLow, Jou, Portsmouth, Umbrella o Maker Ports- 
mouth Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 6 . 

Grirriras, Witi1am, Cardiff, Tailor Cardiff Pet Nov 5 
Ord Nov 5 


Harker, Jonx Tuomas, Manchester, Pork Butcher Man- 
chester Pet Nov8 Ord Nov8 . 
ow *- a Morrison Cannrno, Cambridge, retired 

ee! Bombay Staff Corps Cambridge Pet Nov 5 


HemMswortn, on Brighton, Coachbuilder Brighton 
Pet Oct7 Ord Novs 

Huey, James Ozzarp, Landport, Plumber Portsmouth 
Pet Nov6 Ord Nov7 

Inman, Epwarp Freperick, Oxford st, Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet Nov6 Ord Nov6 

Jenxrxs, Jonn, Senny Bridge, Brecon, Innkeeper Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Nov H Ord Nov 6 

Maynarp, on Bromley, Kent, Carman Croydon ‘Pet 
Nov4 Ord Nov6 

Morris, Jonx, Heigham, Norwich, Tailor Norwich Pet 

P va ning + RES Radnor, Innk 

ALMER, JOSIAH, yro, 4 eeper 

Hereford PetNov8 Ord Nov 8 

Piers, Sir ee PF, ‘ordsq High Court Pet Sept 
3 ‘ov 

Rogers, Josepn James, Havant, Hants, Coal Merchant 
Portsmouth Pet Nov6é Ord Nov7 

Rosrnsom, Asrauam, Batley, Yorks, Tailor Dewsbury 
Pet Oct 30 Ord Nov7 

awe, Size, Seer en ee High Court Pet Oct 


ov 6 
Sarrrror, Pryxus, Leeds, formerly Slipper Maker Leeds 
Pet Nov6 Ord Nové 


i en Halifax, Plumber Halifax Pet Nov 3 
ov3 
Snumoys, Artuur, Bristol, Oilman Bristol Pet Oct 20 
Ord Nov 6 
Sroaxes, H. G., late The Falcons, Twickenham High 
Court Pet Sept 22 Ord Nov 6 
Merchant 


Tennant, WILLIAM, Staffs, Metal 
Hanley, Burslem, an Tunstall ' Pet Nov 6 Ord 


Nov 6 
ea ~ 5 Tuomas, Leeds, Teacher Leeds Pet Nov 6 
WALLACE, AR Honle Foyt m9 ey Worsted Spinner 
Huddersfield Pet Nov 6 Ord Nov 


The following amended notice is eit for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette, Aug. 26. 


Simpson, Jouy, Putney, Surrey, Builder Wandsworth Pet 
June ll Ord Aug 21 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Davies, ELeazer, iy Vale, Monmouthshire, Draper 
Tredegar Adjiid Sept 23, 1889 Annul Nov 7 


SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 
i a wos & Bovsrrenn, at the Mart, 
and Absolute Reversion (see advertisement, this week, 





p. 46) 


All letters intended for publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 
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er mage pe of 


on S848 
me roe = 
terms, ase eee arrangement 
an 
with another solicitor with a view to partnership.—Apply, 
Ti care of Everett's, 17, Royal Exchange, E.C. 


A ™ BARRISTER Se en es - 
antiens ennant as ies adn ten ceoe, 
Sige to eae Messrs. ad Leadenhall-street, 


i 





& 











GQOLIcrToR Wanted to COMMUNICATE, 


Pee ADM, TRING to a Mr. JAMES 
a of TO 
to the family of E . Dawe, 


mink, 


yo BUSINESS SOLICITED cn 
we ay fees by a oy en — 
two weeks, Cocxsetes, 17, 

Lantaeemben Sw. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE = MAKERS, 


BY SPRCIAL APPTOINTHENT 


Majesty, Chancellor, the Whole of the 
So We ety Oo ey 


RORBS FOR em COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS, 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gorwns, 
ESTABLISHED 1468. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 





——'s 
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WEDNESDAY NEXT, NOVEMBER 19th, at TWO 
o’elecc precisely. 


eyes FOX & BOUSFIELD 
LYMINGTON, Hante Valostle: Grecheid : Property, 


ising the Yon ‘Build and Repairing Yard, with 

its sti landing stages, sh » slaps, stores, ropewalk, 

a ss ea oo pas wit front- 

age to ole gen ver and the Bath- and Ki 

pet For the most part let, and bei the 
value of about geno D pet annum.—vV: endors’ Solicitors, 
Rooker, Ma‘ . Harrison, & Co., Plymouth ; 

‘Mésers: Moore, wins: & Vores, op ge 
othe ute REVERSION, on thé death of the serviver 


onTkUa Ft and 84} years, in O} 
Sualie of TRUST FUNDS uk subject to legacies), amounting 
value to yar 15s. 4d., invested. in 
Console and Bank Bank of England and first-class railway stocks. 
—Vendors’ merce, Messrs. H. C. Nisbet & Daw, 35, Lin- 


SW ALTITAMSTOW W.—Eight Lots.—Well-secured - Free- 
Ground-Rents of £105 per annum, ari from 15 
ee Black Horse-road and io id-avenue, 
ive minutes’ walk from St. James-street Railway Station, 
of the rack-rental Maha of £555 a year. eo Solicitor, 





WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 26, at TWO o’clock precisely. 


RS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD 

will SELL the following PROPERTIES 
MAYFAIR.— First-class Investments in two poe West- 
- houses and shops, in tenure equal to freehold, and being 
. 46, Curzon-street, and No 10: Shepherd-market, in the 
pe in the direct line of the proposed new street into 
lly, rebuilt about twelve years ago, and let on leases 
to eee — oe low old rents amounting to 
999 years from 1740, free from 
wo gag sevendore B Solicitors, Messsrs. Darvill & Last, 


GREENWICH. —Capital Small Freehold Building Estate 
on the borders of the parishes of Greenwich and Lewisham, 
Fagg four acres of land, forming the disused 
garden of the id silk — intersected by the Ravens- 
close to the hig! . Lewisham Junction 
Railway ea appprched by br having an outlet into 
oroughfares, giving great scope for 
ied by well-let houses, 
sve from its proximity to town, and the numerous exten- 
i in the bourhood, is immediately available 
‘or the erection of houses, ereation of ground-rents, or 
lots.—Vendor’s Solicitors, Messrs. 
Murray, Hutchins, tirling, 11, Birchin-lane, E.C.; and 
Messrs. Stock & Slater, 19, ‘albrook, E.C. 
.—By order of Mortgages. —First-class Free- 
hold Building Land, well placed on Brigadier-hill, about a 
mile and a quarter from bot h the stations on the G. E. and 
G. N. Railways, having existing frontages of about 2,600ft. 
to old parish roads, and scope for creating about 4,500ft. 
additional frontage. At once available for the erection of 
cottages, creation of — und-rents, or sub-division and re-sale 
in in plots’ "Vendor's icitors, Messrs. — & Haynes, 
9 oe Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 
URT-ROAD.—C apital Copyhold Resi- 
dence, being Nek, 1, Percy-street, facing Charlotte-street, 
twelve rooms and offices. At present occupied, 
but ean be had on com letion, and of the rental 
value of per annum.—Vendor’s Solicitors, Stamp, 
, & Randle, Honiton. 
No. 99, Gresham-street, Bank, E.C. 


BETHNAL GREEN and CITY ROAD. 


Frechold and Leasehold Business en, producing a 
rental of £159 per an 

ESSRS. FULLER, HORSEY, SONS, & 

CASSELL, are instructed to SELL by AUCTION 

unless previously disposed of by private contract), at the 

, Tok a E.C., Wy THURSDAY NOV. 27, 

at TWO o’ clock in Three Lots, FREEHOLD and 
LEASEHOLD PR PROP ERTIES, as follows 


ge mye und f feet’ The 
a es area of 825 square feet. e 
are arranged as a bank, and contain on the upper 
three b se = the first-floor, dining-room. and 
kitehen, on ground-floor banking offices an rivate 
entrance, in the basement, lavatory, store, &c. t, on 
to the Central Bank of Lon on, for an unexpired 

13 years, at £75 per annum. 
old Shop and Dwelling House, No. 41 
runswick-place, City-road, containing eight rooms. Let 
ig Dyenpelh = held for an unexpired term of 26 

years 

Lot ne.  eanowidks-slace, adjoining, of similar 
—— Let at £42 per annum, and held under similar 
may be had of C. E. Goldring, Esq., Solicitor, 
Towe-rstreet. E.C.; at the Mart; and of the 
pte ong 11, Billiter-square, E.C. 


| 4 for SALE of an uniquely attractive 
RESIDENCE, either with or without costly furniture, 
in West Central ‘Distsiet about 50 years unexpired, at £60 
annum. ‘The house has a westerly aspect, contains 6 
ae expensi os pee di _— nd b ge = 
, ly ining and brea! rooms, 
py ta ey ong Ae d an ane therefro wit 

a and aviary 
and waterfall 04 


a 





La 


Bo 
ish a 
eal 





po nt ty eentee ot We dat en ray kay ie 
ag ge ag 

seeking a central private or private and’ professional resi- 
combined. — Can be viewed, by_order, only, between 

jane, W a 6 p.m.—Apply, Mr Chancery- 


. COoKMan, 63, 
. 








SALES BY A EBE NITAM THE YEAR W802 
ESSRS. DEB TE SON, 
FARMER, & oe i beg to 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Inv: Sjononter 
comm, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business’ 

Building Land, Ground-Rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Stocks, Shares, “and other Properties will be held at the 
AUCTION okenhouse-yard, near the Bank of 
England, in the City of London, as follows :— 

Tues, Nov1S | Tues, Dec 9 

Auctions can also ‘be held on other days, in town or 
country, by arrangemerit. Messrs. Debenham, Tewson, 
Farmer, & Bridgewater undertake Sales and Valuations for 
Probate and other purposes, of Furniture, Pictures, Farming 
Stock, Timber, Growing Crops, &c. Detailed Lists of In- 
vestments, Estates, Sporting Quarters, Residences, Shops, 
= Business Premises to be Let or Sold by private contract 

5a = on the 1st of each month, and ~~ be obtained 

Debenham, Tewson. & Bridgewater, 

Tutate A ag Surveyors, and Valuers, 80, Cheapside, 
London, B.C. Telephone No. 1,503. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 
Charges, House Property and Investments generally, is 
published on the first day of each month, and may be 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, .C., 
or will be sent by post in return for two stamps. —Particu- 
lars for insertion should be received not a than four 
days previous to the end of the preceding month 


eerep BUILDING LAND, City of 

London.—The Commissioners of Sewers of the City of 
London will meet in the Guildhall of the said City, 0 
Tuesday, the 2nd December, 1890, at half-past one o' ‘dork 

recise ¥ to receive TENDERS for taking on BUILDIN' 

EASES for a term of 80 years THREE PLOTS of af 
able FREEHOLD GROUND, situate in Fetter-lane, near 
the Fleet-street end. 

Further particulars, with conditions and printed forms of 
proposal, may be had on application at the office of the 

neer to the Commissioners in the Guildhall. 

e Commissioners do not bind themselves to accept the 
— or rend TO} 

tendering must attend personally, or by a duly 

authorized agent, on the above-mentioned day, at adiek 
1 o’clock precisely, and the party whose offer is 
will be required to execute an agreement and bond af at the 
same time. 

Proposals must be sealed up, endorsed on the outside 
“Tender for Ground,” and be delivered in, addressed to 
the undersigned, before 1 o’clock on the said day of otaag 

HENRY BLAKE, Principal Clerk. 

Sewers Office, Guildhall, October, 1890. 


TIMSON’S LIST of PROPERTIES for 
SALE for the present month contains 2,000 invest- 
ments and can be had free. Particulars inserted without 
—. It is the recognized medium for selling or purchas- 
ing property by private contract.—Mr. “es ey ine, 
Surveyor and Valuer, 2, New Kent-road, 8 


R. B. A. REEVES, LAND ss an . 
SURVEYOR, LONSDALE CHAMBERS, 27, 
CHANCERY-LANE, is prepared to conduct Sales of Free- 
hold and Leasehold Properties by Auction on Moderate 
terms. The Management of Property and Collection of 
Rents undertaken. 


A ORTGAGES.—Messrs. Bean, Burnett, 

& Eldridge, Surveyors, of 14, Nicholas-lane, London, 

E.C., have clients with several large and small Sums to 

Lend at 4 and 4} per cent. interest upon good Freehold or 
Leasehold Properties. 


N ONEY.— Wanted, £1,000, for Two or 
more years at Ten per cent. on ample security.— 
ces, 150, Fleet- 























H. C., care of Watson’s Advertising 
street, "E. C. 
ONE Y. — Householders or Lodgers 
J desirous of obtaining immediate Advances upon their 
Furniture or other negotiable security are invited to call at 
the offiees of the ConsotipatEp Company, 43, Great Tower- 
street, E.C., and arrange ; Bills of Sale and Exeeutions paid 
out; no fees ; the full sum advanced without deduction ; 
an old-established and genuine firm.—Address, ManaGer. 


CAs ADVANCED (£30 to £500) at a 

day’s notice, to Householders resident in London or 
the Home Counties, on Bill of Sale, repayable to suit the 
borrower’s convenience; no sureties or inquiry. fees; 
Solicitors introducing clients allowed 2} per cent. commis- 
sion.—Apply to Messrs. Hottincswortu, 13, High Holborn. 
Established at the same address 34 years. 


OR SALE.—A few Shares in a Limited 
Liability Company paying dividends.— For 


particulars apply to H. C., care of Watson’s Advertising 
Offices, 150, Fleet-street, E.C. 


W ANTED. —Securities fc for several large 

sums of money waiting Investment on Mortgage, 
£10,000 at 34 per cent. (landed estate only), £8,000 to £5,000, 
4 to 4 per cent. on freehold or d residences or 
business places.— Be.t, heb gpm Sox, & Co., Land 
Agents, “a, North John-street, Liverpool. 


O SOLICITORS and Others.—Well- 
thse Law Ofarte; hall porter, in uniform, elesitis light; 
emote 7, aaa — heelys Mr. hn ee Crinis ok ke 63, Chancery- 




















‘OS. 3 and 4, LINOOLN'S-INN-FIELDS” 

1 itn).—A . 
and and te bai hen, beg to be Tet, =e hani- 
building ; suitable for a firm, "sd solicitors, a publie 


unif _ it 
teats premises, or to Mr. Reet Sint, 63, Chan- 
FFICES: and CHAMBERS.—Lofty and 


Well-lighted Offices to be Let at Lonsdale Chambers, 
No. 27, Chaneery-lane, W.C. Also large, well-furnished 





Rooms for M »_Arbitrations, &c.; Electric Light 
er the buil Apply to Messrs. C. A. Harrison 
& Co., Chartered ‘Accountants, on the premises. 





LAW STATIONERS.—Attractive Shop 
to be Let, in the best part of Chance: rig —Apply 
to Mr. Tuomas CLaRkeE, 63, Chancery-lane, 


ablished, second edition, 8vo, price 21s., cloth, 
OP *S LAW and PRACTIC of LUNACY, 
comprising as well the care and oy of Lunatics 
by the Crown as the relation of Insanity to the Civil ‘. 
Criminal and the Law of Evidence in 
Insanity. With an Appendix containing the sections of the 
Lunacy Act, 1890, rela’ to Lunatics under the care and 
custody of the Judge in unacy, the Rules in Lunacy, - 
an Index of Precedents — tone By the late H. 
POPE, M.A., ¢ = , Barrister-at-Law. decom 
Edition. B: H. BOOME, ‘of the Middle Temple, and 
V. de 8S. FO : of Lincoln’s-inn, Barristers-at-Law. 
London: Sweer & Maxwe.t, Limited, 3, Chancery-lane. 


Now Ready, crown 8vo, price 8s., a. For Cash with 
Order, 6s. 8d. ; by post, 6d extra. 
Important Work on the Law _ Practice sulting to 
Stamps on Deeds er Instrumen 
DIGEST of the Law RELATIN G to 


STAMP DUTIES on Deeds and other Instruments, 
metenens ow J nee wer and _— ies’ cee a 








contiaing te ses, Notes of 
oe & and bles of ae of ee “N. "ALPE, ot tk the 
dle Temple, Barrister-at-Law, ae the Inland Rev enue 


rtment, Somerset House. 
ICHARD JORDAN, 120, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 


WELL’S INCOME TAX LAWS. 
Third Edition, just ublished, in 1 vol., 8vo, 12s. 6d., cloth. 
r{\HE INCOME TAX LAWS at present in 
force in the United Kingdom, with Practieal Notes, 
Appendices, anda copious Index. By STEPHEN DOWELL, 
-A., of Lincoln’s-inn, Assistant Solicitor of Inland 
Revenue. Third Edition. London: Burrerworrns, 7, 
Fleet-street. Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. 
HE CALENDAR and LAW DIRECTORY 
of = Incorporated Law essa for 1891. Crown 
8vo, 1300 Price, if ordered and paid for before the 3ist 
of Decem aed carriage free; after that date, 6s. 6d., by 
Parcels Post, 7s. All communications and remittances 
should be addressed to the Editors, Printers, and Publishers, 
The Solicitors’ Law ~~ Society, Limited, 51 and 52, 
Carey-street, London, W. 


SECOND EDITION, REVISED AND ENLARGED. 
Now ready, demy 8vo, Pgbtiched at a cash, 13s. ; or, post 


free, 
MANUAL of "the “PRINCIPLES of 
rage A Cae sot a gag wer Lom 
ui! speci written for Studen y 
pea tor Kolicitor, &c., Author - “ Principles of 
Common Law,” “ ee of Cases,”’ **‘ Manual 
of Praetice,’”’ &c., & 
Geo. Barser, Office of The Law Students’ Journal, 16 ae 
17, — — London, E.¢ 

















OX FISTULA, and’ its Redical Cure by 
Medicines. By J. Comprox Burnett, M.D. London : 
James Epps & Co., 48, Threadneedle-street, and 170, 
Piccadilly. 





OOKS BOUGHT.—To Executors, Solici- 
tors, &c.—HENRY SOTHERAN & CO., 136, 
Strand, and 36, Piccadilly, PURCHASE LIB: ES or 
smaller collections of Books, in town or e Pring the the 
utmost — in sale ~~ i 7 tote 4 = 
agen age age m, sent. Remoy without trouble 
expense 4 me, % Established 1816. Telegraphic 
saben  #., London. Code in use, Unicode. 


ACTS HUNTED UP; Clues Found; 
Pedi Searched ; Pa; rs and 
Wills Co —_ Gondennl, ied, or ‘Fransla in any 
1 oe aoe a, 

Record Local Hooteevion, C.— PEACOCK EACOCK, 
1, Doughty-street, W.C. 


ESIDEN T PATIENTS.—A List of Medical 
tomether ‘ith. # full description of the 

0 
preci ed hea Tition cffored. ty be, &n be without 
a from Mr. G. B. Srockxr, 8, Lancaster-place, Strani d, 











ADAME TUSSAUD & SONS’ EXHI- 
BITION {oat 7 hag street Station). — 
PORTRAIT mts oe M. STANLEY and EMIN 
P. peror of Germany, G. A. 
and over 400 Portrait et, Ragero of the celebrities of the world’ 
Seenes from ay a ae ” and * ve oe ” Music 


sion 1s,; children under 1’ 
Rng ely aly 
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